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Ong oF THE svBJECTS Which will occupy the attention 
of the Incorporated Law Society at the approaching 
incial meeting will probably be Lord Selborne’s 
s for the establishment of a general school of 
law. The measure broughtin by his lordship last session 
is understood to have received the general approval of 
the Council of the society; but it is very desirable that 
its provisions should be submitted to the criticism of the 
members of the society and of the profession at large, in 
order that opinions and suggestions may be elicited, by 
the light of which the measure may be revised before it 
is reintroduced next session. With a view to facilitate 
this discussion we print elsewhere the Bill as presented 
to the House of Lords last session. 














Tangs vAcANctzes on the county court bench have just 
been filled. Mr. Horatio Lloyd, the Recorder of Chester, 
who has been appointed judge of the Denbighshire 
County Courts, is a sound lawyer, and has, for some 
time past, held a good position on the North Wales 
Circuit, He is stated—but of this adepts only can judge 
—to have the inestimable advantage of a profound ac- 
quaintance with the Welsh language, and he possesses 
the further excellence, which the world can more readily 
estimate, of an urbane and courteous manner. The 
inhabitants among whom he is to administer justice have 
sent their welcome beforehand, and we have little doubt 
that he will succeed in retaining their confidence. Of 
Mz. Patrick Marcellinus Leonard, who has been ap- 
pointed judge of the Hampshire County Courts, less is 
known. In spite of a standing at the bar of twenty- 
geven years, the great bulk of his professional brethren 
will now, for the first time, become acquainted with his 
name, and his reputation is still to make. The same 
cannot be said of Mr. W. H. Cooke, Q.C., who is trans- 
ferred from Norfolk to Oxfordshire. We do not know 
whether Oxfordshire has coveted its neighbour’s judge, 
but we believe that Norfolk will resign him without a 
murmur. 





THE DESTRUCTIVE EXPLOSION Which lately occurred on 
the Regent’s Canal has naturally given rise to a good 
deal of speculation and comment on its legal aspects, and 
in the daily papers opinions have been freely expressed 
on the question, who is to pay? We are not about to 

an opinion on what will, no doubt, be the subject 

of litigation—namely, what are the rights of those whose 
property has been injured against the persons in whose 
custody the gunpowder was, against the persons by whose 
acts or negligence the explosion was caused, or against the 
Offices in which the property was insured, but we may 
pint out one or two errors into which some of those who 
ve written on the subject seem to have fallen. In the 


first place we will pass by the point of negligence, upon 
Which we imagine the only question can be, whether 
negligence can be proved against any person so proximately 
Connected with the accident as to form the basis of a legal 


claim. But it has been somewhat too hastily assumed — 
that in the absence of negligence no liability can be es- 
tablished against those in whose custody the powder 
was. We believe that at the time of the Erith explosion 
advice was taken upon this point, and that opinions were 
then given in conformity with this view. But that was 
before the decision of Fletcher v. Rylands (L. R. 3 H. L. 
330), and the principle of that case is that one who 
brings upon his premises, or collects and keeps there, 
anything that is likely to do mischief if it escapes, is 
liable, if it does escape, for the injurious consequences 
which follow. Itis hard to discover any difference in 
principle between the destructive escape of water and 
the destructive explosion of gunpowder. It is true that 
in the one case there may be said to be a trespass, while 
it is perhaps impossible to use the same terms of the 
vibration and concussion of the air produced by an ex- 
plosion ; but the decision in Fletcher v. Rylands did not 
turn on the consideration of whether there had been 
what can be technically described as a trespass, but on 
principles which seem as applicable to the one case as 
to the other. 

As regards the liability of the insurance companies, 
policies are couched in such different terms that each 
case must be decided on its own merits. But this point 
is not wholly bare of authority. If a policy is only one 
of insurance against fire, the case of Everett v. London 
Assurance (13 W. R. 862, 19 C. B. N. S. 126) which 
arose out of the Erith explosion already referred to, is 
an authority that damage caused by the vibration and 
concussion of the air resulting from an explosion is not 
within its terms. That is no doubt a decision in a court 
of first instance only, and may be questioned on ap- 
peal. But we observe that some persons seem to 
argue that from the exception of injury by explosion 
which is to be found in some policies, it may be in- 
ferred that but for that exception the insurers would 
be liable. This is very indifferent reasoning. If 
liability for explosion is expressly excluded by any 
office, it may be some evidence as against that office that 
they coysidered they would otherwise be liable. But 
then as against that office this is immaterial, because, by 
the hypothesis, they are protected by the special stipula- 
tion. And as against any other office it is no argument 
at all; for it may just as reasonably be contended that 
they did not except it because they thought they would 
not be liable, as that they did not except it because they 
meant to be liable. The question of what is included in 
an exception of “explosions” also arose in Stanley ¥. 
Western Insurance Company (16 W. R. 369, L. R. 3 Eq. 
71) where it was held to apply even to explosions oc- 
curring in the course of a fire. 





Ar THE MEETING on Monday with reference to the ex- 
plosion, Mr. C. E. Lewis, M.P., drew attention to the un- 
reasonableness of leases throwing upon the unfortunate 
tenants the burden of repairs such as were rendered 
necessary by the recent catastrophe. Itdoes not appear, , 
however, that either Mr. Lewis or anyone else referred to 
the real grievance connected with the matter—viz., that 
the tenant is usually wholly unaware of the liability he 
undertakes in this respect when he executes his lease. 
The ordinary covenant to repair contains nothing to warn 
the lessee that under it he will be liable to rebuild the 
premises if they are burned down or destroyed. The 
most cautious tenant would hardly surmise that a cove- 
nant to repair, or even to yield up in repair, could in- 
volve an obligation to rebuild. Hence people unwit- 
tingly incur ruinous liabilities, and find out too late 
that the simple-looking covenant to repair is a delusion 
and a snare. It is worthy of consideration whether it 
would not be desirable to reverse the present rule, 
and to enact that in the absence of express agree- 
ment to the contrary, a covenant to repair shall 
be construed as if it included the exception of 
damage by fire or other casualty. The tenant 
would then have warning if it was intended that he 
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should rebuild, and the landlord would have no just 
ground of complaint, for he could insist on the insertion 
of an express provision in the covenant to repair. 





Wuen TERM commences and the dingy little sheds in 
which certain of the judges of the Court of Chancery ad- 
minister justice are re-opened, the members of the pro- 
fession whose duty may call them to these dismal re- 
sorts will observe with delighted astonishment that 
sundry alterations for which they have clamoured 
for years have at length been effected. No longer 
will gross darkness prevail in any of these courts in 
the gloomy days of winter; no longer will a Vice- 
Chancellor have to enquire the name of a learned 
counsel whom he can hear but cannot see; or counsel 
have to appeal for a private “dip” to read his brief 
by. A sun-burner has been placed in the roof of each 
court which will afford ample illumination, and if only 
a gas-man can be found competent to regulate the light 
so as not to dazzle the eyes of the court, and thus incur 
the penalty of contempt of court so narrowly escaped last 
winter by the Queen’s Bench gas-man, the comfort of all 
concerned will be greatly increased. Better than all, the 
effect of this improvement will be, it is anticipated, to 
afford a more or less complete remedy for the want of 
ventilation prevailing in these courts. Every one who 
has had to remain in their vile atmosphere knows but 
too well the results which have ensued in depression of 
vital energies. From the solicitors in the “ well,’ who 
have the best of it, to the judge on the bench, who has 
the worst of it, everyone has suffered, and it is impossible 
to doubt that health has, in many cases, been seriously 
affected. It is believed that the arrangements which 
have been made will have the effect of removing the 
foul and heated air, and replacing it by a fresh supply ; 
and we trust we may congratulate the learned judges, 
Queen’s Counsel, and others whose time is spent in these 
courts on the probable disappearance of the “ Chancery 
headache.” 





THE PECULIAR ciRcumsTANCcES of the case may perhaps 
account for the Lord Chancellor having paid a more than 
usual deference to the expressed wishes of the district, as 
embodied in their public memorial, in appointing Mr. 
Lloyd to the Denbighshire County Courts; but we trust 
that what has been done in this case will not be taken 
as a precedent. We cannot imagine a more pernicious 
system, or one more likely to foster local rivalries and the 
worst forms of back-stairs influence, than the appoint- 
ment of judges at the request of advocates who are 
to practise before them. Local influence is already 
thought to do more than its share in governing the pro- 
ceedings of some county courts; and there is nothing 
which a suitor would look upon with more suspicion 
than that his opponent’s advocate should be a person to 
whose friendly exertions and activity the judge who tries 
the cause owes his seat. 








EFFECT ON A MARINE POLICY OF DELAY 
VARYING RISK. 

We cannot but regard the decision of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench in De Wolf v. Archangel Maritime In- 
surance Company (22 W. R. 801, L. R.9 Q. B. 451) 
as introducing a new rule into insurance law. A 
voyage policy was effected “at and from” Montreal 
to Monte Video, no question being put or informa- 
tion offered as to where the ship insured then 
was. In fact, the ship was then on a voyage to 
Montreal, but did not arrive there till after a lapse of 
time which converted the voyage from a summer to a 
winter one, and therefore increased the risk and the 
premium. It was held that the policy did not attach. 
There can be no doubt that Blackburn, J., who delivered 
the judgment of the court, was unable to cite any case 
in which such a ruling had been made. But more than 


———=>= 
this, in every one of the cases cited where by reason of 
delay the policy was held not to attach, or was treated 
hypothetically as not attaching, the ground on which 
this was put was that the delay was “ unreasonable,” jp 
the sense of unjustifiable, and the case was treated ag 
one of deviation or abandonment. Thus in one of the 
earliest of these cases (Chitty v. Selwyn, 2 Atk. 359) 
Lord Hardwicke held that “as long as the ship wa 
preparing for the voyage,” the insurer remained liable 
but “if all thoughts of the voyage were laid aside” jt 
would be otherwise. Soin Grant v. King (4 Esp. 158), 
Lord Ellenborough said, ‘The question whether ther 
was an abandonment of the original adventure, jg 
to be decided from a fair review of all existing circum, 
stances at the time when the voyage might reasonably 
be presumed to commence. Here the extreme diff. 
culty of procuring men is to be taken into considera. 
tion. To discharge the policy there must be a cleap 
imputation of waste of time. Mere length of time 
elapsing between the sailing of the vessel and the under. 
writing of the policy is not of itself sufficient to avoid 
the policy; it 7s capable of explanation. You cannot 
expect every act of earnest and extreme promptness; 
hardly [anything] short of the institution of a new ad. 
venture shall, in my opinion, be sufficient to amount to 
a desertion of the policy.’ Again in Phillips v. Irving 

7M. & G. 325) Tindal, C.J.,said “delay before or afterthe 
commencement of a voyage insured is not a deviation unless 
it be unreasonable ;’ and again in Mount v. Larkins (8 
Bing. 108), the same learned judge said, “ such unre, 
sonable and unjustifiable delay on the part of the insured, 
in commencing the voyage insured against, is in the 
nature of a deviation, and does amount to such an 





alteration of the risk insured against, as to discharge 
| the liability of the underwriter upon the policy ;” and this 
language must be remembered when the same case is 
| referred to by Parke, B., in Gibson v. Small (4 H. L. 353) 
in these terms ; “so other conditions are equally implied, 
such as not to deviate from the usual course of the voyage, 
to commence within a reasonable time (as in the case of 
Mount v. Larkins).”” The question is also treated as one 
of deviationin Vallance v. Dewar and Ougier v. Jennings 
(1 Camp. 503). If this delay in the commencement of 
the voyage must, to avoid the policy, be unreasonable in 
the sense of unjustifiable, if such delay is put on the 
same footing as deviation, it would seem that where the 
delay is “ capable of explanation,” it would not avoid the 
| policy, any more than an involuntary departure from the 
ordinary course under the stress of circumstances would 
be a deviation avoiding it. The cases in which the ques 
tion turned either upon representation or even on notice 
| ought to be laid out of account altogether, the first for 
' an obvious reason, the second because the use made of 
the notice was to prevent a delay from avoiding the 
policy which would, but for the notice, have amounted 
to the interposition of a new adventure. 

In the present case, however, although the term “ un« 
reasonable” is used to describe the delay which took 
place, and although the jury are said to have found the 
delay to be unreasonable, it is obvious from the whole 
course of the reasoning that this did not mean un- 
reasonable in the sense of unjustifiable, or due to the mis- 
zonduct or caprice of the assured, but only meant a delay 
greater than might have been or would naturally be 
anticipated, or perhaps no more than such a delay as did, 
in fact, increase the risk; and the decision of the court 
is in truth that any delay, or more properly lapse of time, 
before the commencement of the risk, which makes the 
risk greater or the subject of a higher premium than at 
the time of executing the policy, is sufficient to avoid the 
policy. This is in effect extending the rule laid downin 
former cases in the same direction in which, in Jackson ¥. 
Union Marine Insurance Company (22 W. R. 79, L. B 
8 C. P. 572), the rule was extended which, under the 
previous decisions, liberated the party to a charter- 
party from his contract, where a delay due to the other 
contracting party was such as to make the adventure & 
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materially different one from that contemplated. As in 
Jackson's case it was decided that default was un- 
necessary, but both parties were liberated if the delay 
was caused by circumstances, so here also the element 
of default is eliminated. The extension, however, in the 

resent case appears less warrantable than in the other, 
and we are by no means confident that the decision would 


de sustained on appeal. 





RECENT DECISIONS IN PRIVATE INTERNA- 
TIONAL LAW. 


III. 


5, There isno point in which the conflict of laws appears 
in a sharper form than where the question arises of the 
competence of courts to take cognizance of suits against 
foreigners. 

It is well known that in the narrow and exclusive 
spirit which in this particular governs French jurispru- 
dence, the courts of France are deemed competent to 
entertain any suit whatever in which a Frenchman is 
concerned as plaintiff, whether the defendant be a 
Frenchman, or a foreigner domiciled and resident abroad, 
and who has never set foot in France, and although the 
contract sued upon may have been made, and its execu- 
tion was to take place in a foreign country. And accor- 
dingly by Art. 14 of the Code Napoleon it is provided 
that “ L’étranger méme non résidant en France, pourra 
étre cité devant les tribunaux frangais, pour lexécu- 
tion des obligations par lui contractées en France 
avec un Francais; i pourra étre traduit devant 
les tribunaux de France, pour les obligations par 
Iwi contractées en pays étranger envers des Francais.” 
This provision of the French law has produced a 
curious result in the Italian courts, which is described in 
an article on the subject at p. 174. The principle of the 
French law is rejected by the Italian lawyers, who 
describe it as contrary to international law, and the rule 
on which they themselves proceed, as enunciated in the 
105th Art. of the Code of Civil Procedure, is that the 
non-resident foreigner may be sued in their courts— 
first, in respect of immoveables or moveables: sithated 
within the kingdom; secondly, on contracts made or to 
be executed within the kingdom; and, thirdly, in all 
other cases where it can be done by reciprocity. But the 
question has arisen whether, though the foreigner is not 
resident, and though neither of the first two conditions 
mentioned in Art. 105 is fulfilled, the Italian courts 
will not, in the interest of Italian plaintiffs, apply the 
same measure to French defendants as the French law 
applies in favour of French plaintiffs against Italian 
defendants. This was decided in the affirmative by the 
Court of Appeal at Florence, on the ground that the case 
fell within the rule of reciprocity. The court at Turin 
dissented from this view, on the ground that it was not 
really a case of reciprocity, but that such action on the 
part of the Italian court would be rather in the nature of 
reprisals. On appeal this decision was reversed, not 
however, as it seems, from any disagreement on the part 
of the court of appeal from the view taken by the court 
below as to the character of the right exercised, for their 
judgment is to the effect that “in face of so exorbitant a 
provision as that of the French law, the ordinary rules asto 
competence must bend, and if not jure reciprocitatis, at 
least certainly jure retorsionis (to use theexpression of the 
jurisconsults), the Italian citizen isin equity compelled to 
insist on the Frenchman being treated as he is himself 
treated in France.” This seems not a very dignified 
Tule of conduct; the case is not like the necessity which 
sometimes arises of protecting the interest of the citizen 
of a state in a deficient fund, as in the case of bank- 
ruptcy; and though a foreign State may very well refuse 
(as, in a case we shall refer to below, the Italian Courts 
do) to give effect to a French judgment obtained under 
such an “exorbitant” provision, it seems not the func- 
tion of Courts of Justice to depart from their ordinary 





principles and rules of procedure for the sake of playing 
a game of tit-for-tat with the vagaries of a foreign 
system which they condemn. 

In Prussia, however, it appears that the French system 
has received greater favour; and, though it is admitted 
that the older Prussian law did not permit foreigners to 
be sued in Prussia on purely foreign contracts or causes 
of action, the recent legislation of that country seems to 
have departed from that principle, and to allow to Prus- 
sian subjects privileges similar to, if not identical with, 
those which French subjects possess under the French 
law. This at least seems to be the view taken by the 
Imperial Court of Appeal, though in the particular case 
we refer to a more limited determination only was re- 
quired. The occasion for this decision was an action 
brought in Prussia against the Saxon indorser of a bill 
of exchange payable in Prussia, in which competence was 
claimed for the Prussian tribunal on the ground of the 
6th article of the Prussian statute by which the <Allge- 
meine Deutsche Wechselordnung was adopted. That 
article provides that all actions relating to a bill of ex- 
change may be brought in the place of payment. The 
Prussian Court of Appeal, reversing the decision of the 
court of first instance, held that this provision must be 
confined in its operation to Prussian subjects. But 
the Imperial Court of Appeal again reversed this 
decision (p. 185), construing the clause in question by 
reference to the general provisions of the recent 
Prussian legislation, and considering that there were 
also special reasons why such an extension of jurisdic- 
tion should exist with respect to bills of exchange. This 
principle was further applied in the same court to a 
proceeding by way of attachment against a foreign ac- 
ceptor of a billof exchange, and in favour of a Prussian 
who (after protest) had taken an indorsement of the bill 
from a foreigner (p. 196). This decision, it is to be ob- 
served, must have been independent of the provision 
giving competence to the tribunal of the place of pay- 
ment, and illustrates in a striking manner the exorbitant 
character of the jurisdiction. 

On the other hand, where an ordinary debt, owing by 
an American debtor to an American creditor, had been 
assigned by the creditor to a Prussian, who sought to 
preceed by attachment against the debtor whilst he was 
travelling in Prussia, the Supreme Court at Berlin held 
that no greater rights could be acquired by the assignee 
than the assignor would have had, and that as the as- 
signor, had he been present, could not have proceeded 
thus against the debtor in Prussia, neither could the 
Prussian assignee (p. 195). This seems to show that a 
difference is recognised between a bill of exchange and 
an ordinary debt; but on the other hand, it is to be ob- 
served that it does not touch the case of a debt originally 
contracted abroad with a Prussian by a foreigner, and 
which apparently the Prussian law would allow to be sued 
for in the Prussian Courts, without regard to the residence 
of the defendant or to the place of the making of the 
contract or of its execution. 

It need hardly be said that no effect would be given 
in an English court to a judgment obtained in this 
manner, unless the defendant, by appearing voluntarily, 
had consented to the jurisdiction (Schibsby v. Westen- 
holz, 19 W. R. 587, L. R. 6 Q. B. 155), but this is a point 
we shall refer to again below. 

In stating these decisions as to the competence of tri- 
bunals to entertain suits against foreigners, it will be 
convenient to notice that the governing principle of 
English law on this subject is that the superior courts 
are competent to entertain all suits against persons, 
whether natives or foreigners, who are served with pro- 
cess within the jurisdiction—that is, within England. 
The more strict statement would be that the competence 
exists against all persons who appear, but since appear- 
ance could formerly be enforced, or, by the more recent 
law, dispensed with, where the party is served within 
the jurisdiction, the practical result is as above stated. 
But by statute (15 & 16 Vict. c, 76) this competence has, 
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with respect to British subjects not resident in Scotland 
or Ireland, been extended (for that it is an extension is 
the more probable view) to all cases where the cause of 
action arises out of a contract made in England, or 
where the cause of action itself arises there; and in 
such cases the party.against whom the claim is made 
may be served with process abroad, and on such service, 
but not without it, the action will proceed under the 
special provisions contained in the Act. With respect to 
foreigners, however, no such extension has been made ; 
and, so far as they are concerned, unless they can be 
served within the jurisdiction, they are still free from 
suit in the English courts, and the principle applies 
actor sequitur forum ret. This is how the matter stood 
before the Judicature Act of 1873, and under that Act 
the same rule is preserved. 

We believe we are not misled by national feeling when 
we say that these rules are far more equitable and 
generous to the foreigner than those which prevail in 
France and Prussia; and, as is pointed out in the article 
from Italy which we have referred to, we have the sanc- 
tion of French jurists themselves in characterising the 
latter as “ exorbitant.” 

Another case is reported (at p. 82) which exhibits this 
subject under a somewhat different aspect. 

It was held in the Imperial German Court that a 
mining company domiciled at Dusseldorf, where the law 
of the French Code prevailed, could be sued in Prussia, 
where its chief establishment and its manager were, 
notwithstanding that according to the French Code 
(as was alleged) it could have no domicile but that 
declared in its articles of association. The question (the 
court said) was whether it could acquire, and had 
acquired, a domicile within and according to the laws 
ef the territory where it was sued. 

It will be observed that the practical result here 
reached is much the same as that which the more 
recent English authorities favour. It was held in 
Ingate v. Austrian Lloyd's Company (6 W. R. 659, 4 
C. B. N. 8. 704) that a foreign corporation could not be 
sued in England; but in Newby v. Van Offen (20 W. R. 
383, L. R. 7 Q. B. 293) this view was, and with reason, 
dissented from ; nor is the still later case of Mackreth v. 
Glasgow and South Western Hailway Company (21 
W. R. 339, L. R. 8 Ex. 149) inconsistent with the deci- 
sion of the Queen’s Bench, for it was decided on the 
ground that there was no agency of the foreign com- 
pany established here, and that service of the writ could 
not therefore be effected. According to the view pre- 
sented by the English cases, the question is not so much 
one of domicile as of residence. 

(6). To these cases on actions against foreigners, we 
may add a case on the cognate subject of adjudicating 
foreigners bankrupts, in which a sharp conflict has arisen 
between the French and the Swiss courts. The Société 
du Credit Foncier Suisse, domiciled, according to its ar- 
ticles of association, at Geneva, had carried on extensive 
operations at Paris. The Société was adjudicated bank- 
rupt at Geneva on the 3rd February, and on the 5th, 
notwithstanding the opposition of the Swiss syndics, it 
was also declared bankrupt at Paris, the Tribunal of 
Commerce of the Seine holding that its head-quarters 
and the seat of its affairs, and therefore its true residence, 
were really at Paris though nominally at Geneva (p. 95). 
An attempt was subsequently made, on the same grounds, 
to upset the Swiss adjudication, . but the tribunal of 
Commerce at Geneva held to its jurisdiction, and cen- 
sured the action of the French court (p. 96), on the 
ground that in matters of bankruptcy the ‘Tribunal of 
the debtor’s domicile alone had jurisdiction, and this 
decision was upheld by the Court of Appeal; and 
the Faris Court of Appeal also upheld the decision of the 
Tribunal of Commerce of the Seine (p. 154), It has 
been held here (see Ite Commercial Bank of India 6 
W. R. 1105, L. R. 6 Eq. 517) that a colonial company 
having an agent and office in England may be wound up 
here, though how the provisions of the Companies Acts 





~ = 
could be carried out in such a case (and @ fortiori in thy 
case of a purely foreign company) we must confess iy, 
do not understand (and see what is said in Bulkeley 
Schutz, L. R. 3 P. C. 764); whether the Ba 
Act, 1869, is equally inapplicable, may be doubtfy, 
But it is certain that the principle is not recognised her 
that no tribunal but that of the debtor’s domicile gap 
adjudicate him bankrupt (see Hw parte Crispin, y 
W. R. 491, L. R. 8 Ch. 374). 

The occurrence of such conflicts in matters of bank. 
ruptcy has attracted the attention of Signor Giuseppe 
Carlo, an Italian lawyer, who has lately published a wor 
on the subject (noticed at p. 17 of the Journal des. Droit 
International Privé), in which he makes proposals fo 
securing a kind of international bankruptcy. We d 
not, however, see that a double bankruptcy is in itself, 
very serious inconvenience; and the views presented in 


the above-mentioned notice of the work seem to yw 


neither sound nor practical. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
IV. 
Ante-NvupTIAL Depts AND LIABILITIES OF Mararep 
WoMEN. 


Car. L.—An Act to amend the Married Women's 
Property Act, 1870. 


The Married Women’s Property Act, 1870, provided 
(s. 12), that. in marriages celebrated after that Ast 
came into operation (9th August, 1870) a husband 
should not be liable for the debts of his wife con 
tracted before marriage, but the wife should be liable 
to be sued for such debts as if she were sole, and her 
separate property should be liable to satisfy such 
debts. It will be seen that this enactment wa 
limited to ‘ debts,” and made no provision with req 
pect to damages sustained by the wife’s ante-nuptial 
torts or breaches of contract. The amending Act, which 
does not extend to Scotland, and applies, of course, 
only to marriages taking place after the passing of the 
Act (30th July, 1874) makes a husband liable for his wifes 
ante-nuptial debts, but nevertheless only to the extent of 
the value of the property therein specified, which, roughly 
speaking, may be described as her property received, or 
which might have been received, byhim. The Act also 
(being in this respect an Act relieving husbands), limits 
the liability of a husband for his wife’s ante-nuptial torts 
and breaches of contract to the value of the same pro- 
perty. The Act only repeals so much of the Act of 1870 
as enacts that a husband shall not be liable for his wife's 
ante-nuptial debts, and therefore, though the provision 
in the earlier Act that a wife may be sued for such debts 
as if unmarried, and that her separate property shall be 
liable to them, follows the repealed portion as if it de- 
pended upon it and was enacted because the husband's 
liability was entirely taken away, yet it can, perhaps, 
hardly be doubted that if the question should be raised, 
the courts will hold that the repeal extends only to the 
earlier part of the single sentence which constitutes the 
section, and that, in addition to the remedies given by 
the present Act, wives will continue liable to be sued 
alone in respect of their ante-nuptial debts. 

The procedure under the present Act is as follows:— 
The husband and wife must be sued jointly; and the 
judgment will be a joint judgment against them to the 
extent of the husband's liability, and beyond that amount 
will be a separate judgment against the wife. The Act does 
not contain any express provision as to how this separate 
judgment is to be enforced. This fact is a strong argt- 
ment in support of the view which we have already ex- 
pressed, that the latter part of section 12 of the old At 
is not affected by the amending Act; and we may take 
it that the separate judgment will be enforced against 
the wife’s separate property in the same way as if the 
later Act had not been passed, and the action had been 
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commenced against the wife alone. The husband may 

that he is not liable in respect of the property 
‘specified in the Act or that he is only liable up to a cer- 
tain amount. If he pleads no such plea, he will be held 
4o have confessed assets. In every case in which the 
husband succeeds in escaping liability altogether he is to 
have his costs of the action. 

The property, the value of which is to be the measure 
of the husband’s liability, is as follows:—(1) The wife’s 

onal estate in possession, which shall have vested in 
the husband; (2) her choses in action reduced into pos- 
session by him, “ or which with reasonable diligence he 
might havereduced into possession,” a description which— 
like the corresponding description as to the rents of her 
real estate—will doubtless give rise to considerable 
practical difficulties ; (3) her chattels real “ which shall 
have vested in her and him.” This expression seems 
to us very defective, for even if it may be stretched so 
as to comprise her reversionary chattels real, it can hardly, 
we think, be contended that it can comprise her contin- 
gent reversionary interest in a term, although the husband 
may sell such an interest and take the whole value 
thereof for his own benefit; we may also point out that 
in-respect of this class of property it will be possible fora 
husband to pay the whole value of it to the wife’s ante- 
nuptial creditors without getting the property for himself, 
for if he dies without having aliened it the wife will 
take it by survivorship; (4) the rents and profits of 
her real estate which he shall have received, “ or with 
reasonable diligence might have received ;” (5) his estate 
or interest in property transferred by the wife in con- 
templation of the marriage ; (6) any property transferred 
by her in contemplation of the marriage with his consent, 
with the view of defeating or delaying her existing cre- 
ditors. 

As we have implied, the above-mentioned property is 
specified in the Act merely for the purpose of making 
the value thereof the measure of the husband’s liability ; 
and no special charge is in any way created on such pro- 


y. 
The Act contains a proviso to the effect that the extent 
of the husband’s liability shall from time to time be cut 
down by the amounts (1) of the ante-nuptial debts which 
he shall pay, and (2) of the judgments bond fide 
recovered against him under the Act. This latter ex- 
pression seems not to require that the amount recovered 
shall be actually paid by him. 

We shall conclude our observations on this Act by 
pointing out that, while it commences with laying down 
the proposition that “itis not just that the property 
Which a woman has at the time of her marriage should 
pass to her husband, and that he should not be liable to 
her debts contracted before marriage,” it proceeds, in 
éffect, to enact that the husband shall take his wife’s 
property, whether it belonged to her at the time of her 
marriage or has since devolved upon her, subject to the 
payment thereout of her ante-nuptial debts. 








The Home Secretary has addressed a circular to the 
Magistrates in various localities to ascertain their views 
as to the expediency of amending the law as to summary 
convictions. The circular is as follows :—‘ Whitehall.— 
Tam directed by Mr. Secretary Cross to request that you 
will acquaint me—for his information—whether the 
Magistrates of your petty sessional division would wish to 
offer any suggestions as to the amendment of the law 

ing to the summary jurisdiction of justices of the 
Peace ; and, if so, that you will favour me with their views 
on the subject.—(Signed) A. F. O. Lipprxn.” The Magis- 
trates’ Clerks’ Association has drawn up a series of sug- 
ions, which will be brought under the notice of the 
justices, with a view of their being forwarded to the Home 
tary. 

Mr, R. A. Fisher, the newly-appointed judge, presided 
for the first time at the Bristol County Court on Monday 

» When Mr. Norris, barrister, congratulated his Honour 
On-behalf of the members of the legal profession. 





REVIEWS. 


—_——_» 


THE SCIENCE OF LAW. 


The Science of Law. By Suetpoy Amos, M.A., Barrister. 
at-Law. Professor of Jurisprudence in University Col- 
lege, London, and in the Inns of Court, &., &c., &c. 
Henry 8. King & Co. London. 1874. 

We find the greatest difficulty in giving any account 
of this work: @ fortiori therefore in giving any critical 
review of it. Both difficulties perhaps arise from the 
difficulty of understanding it, and that difficulty is due 
at least in part to the extremely louse and rhetorical, we 
must even say the emotional, style in which it is written, 
and which is at least a very unsuitable vehicle for the 
elaboration and exposition of scientific truth. The 
author’s work on codification had so much excelled in 
simplicity and clearness his earlier Systematic View, that 
we were greatly disappointed, on opening the present 
volume, to find that the old faults of style had re- 
appeared in an exaggerated form; and we were forced 
to ask ourselves the question whether the writer had 
sought refage from the greater complexity and difficulty 
of his present task by veiling his ideas in the phrases of 
the popular esrayist. In his preface Mr. Amos repu- 
diates the notion of a desire to write in that “ popular” 
manner which “ communicates the results of study in so 
clear aud agreeable a form as to send the reader or 
hearer away full of a glowing and newly-discovered 
sense of his own acquirements,” while he claims, and 
proposes to himself to make his treatise “ popular” in 
the sense (if this can be properly called popular) of 


' “translating technical terms back again into the terms 


familiar to common specch, examining afresh the meaning 
and scope of conceptions which the persistent jargon of 
specialists has clouded, bringing men of various pursuits 


’ and tastes into intellectual contact with one another, and 


by opening out to novices an unsuspected region of in- 
terest to whet their curiosity and to stimulate them to 
further research.” But while we fail to see that the 
latter object has been attained, we would gladly have 
taken, in exchange for this attempt, the “clear and 
agreeable communication of the results of study” which 
Mr. Amos holds so cheap; and we can imagine no sub- 
ject in which clearness would be a more essential requi- 
site than in law, and none where the “ technical jargon 
of specialists,” that is, the language used by those who 
have by their spoken and written utterances made law 
what it is, could be with less safety disregarded. Mr. 
Amos gives in all he has written ample evidence of his 
having devoted himself to his favourite pursuit with an 
enthusiastic energy which raises in the reader a feeling 
of personal regard, and of having read largely in works 
relating to jurisprudence, but he appears to us to have 
busied himself too much with the general aspects of the 
subject, and to have occupied himself too little with the 
acquisition of that practical and detailed knowledge which 
can alone give a firm and clear grasp of legal concep- 
tions. 

The book is entitled The Science of Law, but though 
we find a good deal in it about law, and much more 
about society, and about social progress, we have looked 
in vain for the “ science.” Mr. Austin is described by the 
author as the “ founder” of the science of law. We are 
not concerned here to discuss how far that eminently 
clear, though somewhat narrow-minded, author is entitled 
to that distinction; but if he founded a science, it was 
certainly not the science which is here represented, but 
a science to which the contents of the present volume 
seem almost a designed contradiction. They are not the 
offspring of Austin’s tenacious logic, but of the brilliant 
superficialities of Sir Henry Maine (whose name figures 
throughoutthetableof contentsas the Columbusof thenew 
world of legal speculation) and of recent investigations 
into the early history of society, and of current discus- 
sions on social science. But no science of law will ever 
come out of these elements, whatever other science may be 

evolved from them. 
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The science of law, the author tells us, is founded on 
the fact that society “is not developed through the con- 
flicting passions of individual atoms,” but “is from first 
to last a subsisting organisation made up of constituent 
groups reciprocally acting and reacting upon one 
another,” of which organism “‘ the elemental forms and 
tokens are family life, ownership, and government,” 
which being found to be in existence, “the State has 
then and there come into being,” and to which there is 
shortly added “ another element, that of contract.”” How 
a science of law is more possible on the one view than 
on the other we fail to see, if each gives in the result, as 
the author admits, the same organic element of the 
** government, ownership, family, and contract”; but we 
should discover this more easily, and also discover 
whether the analysis is a true one, if these fundamental 
elements were clearly defined. But all we are told of 
government is that “it implies the conscious superinten- 
dence of the fortunes of the community, both present 
and future, and involves the manipulation of the physical 
strength latent in all parts of the community for the 
purposes,” briefly, of control and defence. Of the family 
we nowhere find a definition. Of ‘“‘ownership” we are 
told that its true aspect is “that of a trust for the 
general benefit of all;”’ of contract, that when it exists 
between two persons, “one of them at least binds his 
acts in the future,’ and that “for the vacillation and 
changeableness of human action and will, the certainty 
of a sequence of physical nature is substituted.” Is 
science to be constructed out of such statements and 
definitions? Sense at least would prefer that their 
objects should be left undefined. Science, however it is 
defined, is at least something which involves reasoning; 
it is something by means of which reasoning is possible, 
and the reasoning of which is consistent with itself. 
How to reason with the science here presented to us we 
can hardly tell; but we are sure, at all everts, that the 
reasoning could not be consistent. 


We cannot regard the appearance of this work with 
anything but deep regret. We cannot congratulate the 
author, aud we must condole with law, if for a moment 
we may venture on the bold imagination of representing 
that austere object as a person to be sympathised with. 
Precision and logic have been hitherto looked upon as 
essential elements of her nature: at the touch of Mr. 
Amos she is dissolved into a cloud. If the populariza- 
tion of law is to result in these misty speculations, the 
world will soon sigh again for the “ persistent jargon of 
specialists’ which they have replaced. The book in 
truth is not on the science of law at all, but, so far as it 
relates to law, is on the history of the development of 
law,and is written on a double nebular theory, accord- 
ing to which a mist is both the beginning and the end of 
things. 


LICENSING. 

The Licensing Acts, 1828, 1869, and 1872—1874, con- 
taining the Law of the Sale of Liquors by Retail and 
the Management of Licensed Houses, with Notes to the 
Acts, a Summary of the Law, and an Appendix of 
Forms. Second Edition. By J.M. Lery and W. D. I. 
Fourkes, Barristers. H. Sweet; Stevens & Sons. 


The Laws 48 to Licensing Inns, &c., &c., containing the 
Licensing Acts, 1872, 1874, and the other Acts in force 
as to Alehouses, Beerhouses, Wine, and Refreshment 
Houses, Shops, &c., where Intowicating Liquors are 
sold, and Billiard and Occasional Licences. Systemati- 
cally Arranged, with Explanatory Notes, the Autho- 
rised Forms of Licences, Table of Offences, Index, cc. 


By Gronse C. Oxz. 


Second Edition, by W. Cunnino- 
nam Gien, Barrister. 


Butterworths. 

When these works first came under our notice we 
described them both as carefully executed. On a fresh 
perusal we see no reason to modify this verdict, as re- 
gards the statement of the then existing law of licensing. 





We have now to deal with the mode in which the 
Act of last session and the recent cases have been jp. 
corporated and explained. ; 


Messrs. Lely and Foulkes’s plan is to print in fy 
the three principal Acts of 1828, 1869, and 1879, 
and to interpolate between the sections of each of 
these statutes all subsidiary enactments, distinguish. 
ing them by brackets and marginal notes. We cannot 
say we admire this arrangement, but the Act of last 
session, consisting in great measure of errata in the 
Act of 1872, is, of- course, very readily incorporated, 
The sections are generally to be found in the pro 
places, but sections 14 and 29 ought surely to have been 
either inserted or referred to under the head of 
“ registers.” To most of the sections of the Act of last 
session notes are added, explanatory either of the 
changes effected by the new provisions or of their con. 
struction. These notes are usually sensible and to the 
point, and give evidence both of care and knowledge of 
the subject. 


The arrangement in chapters adopted by Mr. Oke 
seems to us better than the plan pursued by the authors 
of the rival work, and we think Mr. Glen has done well 
to leave in many cases a concise statement of the effect 
of the legislation repealed by the late Act. He also 
gives a useful list of places beyond the metropolitan 
district and in the metropolitan police district. But on 
the whole we are bound to say that the editing does not 
strike us as carefully done. Many sections are left 
without any explanation; see, for instance, section 27 (p, 
76), as to which we find no reference to Jteg. v. Smith 
(22 W. R. 382); and under section 10 hardly any at. 
tempt is made to explain in detail the effect of the 
new enactment as to the bond fide traveller. In a note 
to section 9 Mr. Glen falls into an error. This sec- 
tion, he says, “will not apply .. . to sales to travel. 
lers or lodgers or railway travellers in any licensed 
house.’ We need hardly say that the exemption in 
favour of the last class relates only to the sale “ata 
railway station.” It may be worth while also to point 
out an error in the printing of this section, in the sixth 
line from the top of the page. In the chapter on hours 
for opening and closing premises, under the provi- 
sions relating to refreshment houses (p. 149), the 
reference to 27 & 28 Vict. c. 64, s. 5 (printed in 
another chapter), is retained in the note, but not 
a word is said in this place about the alteration 
of the hours effected by section 11 of the Act of 
last session. Nor can we congratulate Mr. Glen on his 
summary of the Act of this year in the introductory 
notes. ‘Certain exemptions and grants of licences are 
extended to beerhouses,’”’ can hardly be said to be a very 
intelligent or intelligible abbreviation of the provisions 
of section 5. There are marks of haste in various parts 
of the work— see, for instance, the following sentence on 
p- 13:—“ As the majority of the provisions of the 
Licensing Acts, 1872 and 1874, apply to all the licensed 
houses for which justices are empowered to grant licences 
or certificates (and where they do not the fact is pointed 
out), we propose by a new arrangement of its several 
provisions, &c.” Can it be that the words “ and 1874” 
have been interpolated without any care being taken to 
alter the rest of the sentence ? 


—3 





At the Birmingham County Court, on the 2nd inst., Mr. 
Rowlands, solicitor, moved on behalf of Mr. Bosworth, aa 
undertaker, to attach a sum of money now in the hands of 
the registrar of the court. He stated that his client bad 
an unaatisfied judgment in the court against a man n 
Garlick, who in his turn had obtained a judgment against 
one Brown, and the money so recovered from the latter 
had been paid by him to the registrar. The judge (Mr. 
H, W. Cole, Q.0.) held that there was no precedent for 
making # garnishee order against the registrar; but the 
case was ultimately adjourned for a judgment summons to 
be issued. 





mereoataadae Foe eo ae 


“llo 


ot! 


HeRkEPESPSeEeES 


eee ee ee 


Sea RacsRrPEeescagdeasse 


o 


ve ens So eee LY 


Oct. 10,1874. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 915 








—— 
SPECIAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tre New Rutgs. 
II. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir—It may be objected that my criticisms on 
the proposed rules of practice are all on matters of 
detail. To this I answer that matters of detail eause 
the greatest trouble and inconvenience to our branch 
of the profession, and it is for everybody's benefit 
that the details of practice should be simple and well un- 
derstood. I can conceive no more unsatisfactory mode of 

ding a client’s money than raising points of 

tice for the decision of a court. One party or the 
other has to bear the expense of deciding a matter 
totally foreign to the merits of the case. How much 
money has been spent in attempts to decide whether on 
an application to proceed upon a writ of summons issued 

inst a person out of the jurisdiction of the court, it is 
necessary that the whole, or only part, of the cause of 
action should have arisen within the jurisdiction, and what 
confusion is the result of these decisions, all of which 
might have been avoided by 4 very simple rule! 

1, The first point to which I would call attention is the 
provision of Order I., rule 2, “No writ of summons for 
service out of the jurisdiction, or of which notice is to be 
given out of the jurisdiction, shall be issued without the 
leave of @ court or judge.” A special form of writ of 





summons to be served out of the jurisdiction is provided 
by rule 3. Now rule 6 in the schedule to the Act provides 
as follows : ‘‘ Whenever it appears fit to the court, or to | 


’ g judge in a case in which the cause of action has arisen 


within the jurisdiction or is properly cognizable against a 
defendant within the jurisdiction, that any person out of 
the jurisdiction of the court should be served with the | 
writ or other process of the court, the court or judge may | 
order such service, or such notice in lieu of service, to be 
made or given in such manner and on such terms as may ' 
seem just.” 

Isubmit that by this provision it was intended that the 
action should be commenced, and after the writ had | 
issued, leave to serve process out of the jurisdiction should 
be obtained from the court or judge, as in Chancery at 
present ; but Order I., rules 2 and 3, fail to give effect to | 
this intention, so that if, as is frequently the case, espe- 
cially in chancery suits, one of the parties happens to be 
out of the jurisdiction, and that fact is not known to the 
plaintiff at the time when he issues the writ, he is placed 
in a position of very considerable difficulty. Besides, 
under the new rules, what is a plaintiff to do if one defen- 
dant out of several is beyond the jurisdiction? Is he to 
issue two writs? Surely not. No doubt the intention of 
the framers of the schedule to the Act was that one form 
of writ of summons should be adopted in all cases. Why 
not? The rules might very well provide that only one 
form should be used; and that in case it is necessary 
to serve the summons out of the jurisdiction, an order 
should be obtained, which should be served with the writ, 
and should grant an extension of time beyond the eight 
days limited by the writ for appearance. This would 
solve all difficulties. 

2. There is a most serious objection to the procedure 
directed to be followed in the issue of writs to be served 
out of the jurisdiction. Order IV., rule 7, runs as follows :— 

“The plaintiff or his solicitor shall, on presenting any 
writ of summons for sealing, leave with the officer a copy,” 
&e,, “of such writ and all the indorsements ‘thereon, and 
such copy shall be signed by or for the solicitor leaving the 
same, or by the plaintiff himself if he sues in person.” 

Order IL., rule 6, provides as follows :— 

“ Wherever the plaintiff's claim is for a debt or liquidated 
demand only, the indorsement, beside stating the nature of 
the claim, shall state the amount claimed for debt, or in 
Teapect of such domand, and for costs respectively,” &o, 
“The dofendant may, notwithstanding such payment,” 
(ie, payment of dobt and costs) ‘ have the costs taxed, and 

more than one sixth shall be disallowed, the plaintill’s 


solicitor sha'l pay the costs of taxation.” 

Observe, in Order IV., rule 7, there is nothing to exclude 
the indorsement as to costs prescribed by Order II, No 
doubt the intention was to continue the practice under the 





Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, s. 8, but that practice 
does not apply to writs of summons which are to be served 
out of the jurisdiction, to which the new rules as to in- 
dorsements do apply. The plaintiff's solicitor is therefore 
in this unhappy position, that he cannot by any possibility 
know what the costs out of the jurisdiction will be; 
nevertheless, he must indorse his claim for costs on the 
writ before it is issued (Order II., rule 6), and if he happens 
to over estimate the expense to which he will be put ina 
foreign country, he, as a penalty for not being omniscient, 
may possibly have to pay all the costs of the taxation. I have 
had to pay as much as £20 to a process server for the 
mere service of a writ of summons abroad, involving many 
days’ journey on horseback. Although this is an extreme 
caso, yet we all know that it is impossible to ascertain 
beforehand what the cost of serving a writ in a foreign 
country may be. 


3. As to the delivery of documents, &c. Why should 
not documents be delivered by post ? This is the practice 
of almost all solicitors at present for their own conveni- 
ence, and such a rule would afford a real relief. Instead 
of having to send a clerk perhaps six miles, which may be 
the case where the solicitor for one party resides three 
miles on one side of Temple Bar, while the solicitor for 
the other party resides three miles on the other, posting 
the document would save so unnecessary a journey. 
think I may assert with confidence that at present no one 
ever objects to accepting service by post on any meritorious 
ground. 

4. As to renewal of writs, the framers of the rules 
do not appear to be aware that it is frequently the case, 


| where there is a debt between friends, that the creditor 


desires to keep hislegal right alive without offensively bring- 
ing the debt under the notice of the debtor. He, therefore, 


| issues @ writ, which he keeps by him and renews from 


time to time. Why should he not be allowed to do this ? 
Yet Order VII., rule 1, provides that he shall not unless 
he satisfies the judge or district registrar that reasonable 


| efforts have been made to serve the defendant or furnishes 


other good reason. ‘“ Other good reason” would probably 
be held, on the ordinary rules of construction, to mean 
something analogous to reasonable efforts having been 
made to serve the defendant, and would not include mere 
motives of friendship. 

5. I would call attention to the rules as to service of 
writ in Admiralty actions. Order VIIL., rules 8, 9, and 10, 
are as follows :—8. “In Admiralty actions in rem service ofa 


| writ of summons against ship, freight, or cargo on board is 
| to be effected by the marshal or his officer nailing or affixing 


the original writ for a short time on the main mast or on the 
single mast of the vessel, and, on taking off the process 
leaving a true copy of it nailed or fixed in its place. 9. If 


| the cargo has been landed or transhipped, servic: of the 


writ of summons to arrest the cargo and freight shalk be 
effected by placing the writ for a short time on the cargo, 
and on taking off the process by leaving a true copy upon 
it. 10. If the cargo bein the custody of a person who 
will not permit access to it, service of the writ may be 
made upon the custodian.” Why should not the writ 
be issued in duplicate, and one part be nailed to the 
mast or fastened to the cargo, as the case may be? Ié 
seems absurd to nail up a process ‘‘ for a short time,” and 
then to teke it off and nail up a copy, and it seems still 
more absurd to “‘ place the writ for a short time on the 
cargo,” and on taking it off to leave a true copy, which 
may be blown away at once, and never come to the know- 
ledge of the other side, Why should not the copy or 
duplicate be left with somebody in charge, if there is 
auyone in charge, or, if not, made fast to the cargo ? 

It may be that these rules carry out the present practice, 
but the object of the new Act aud the rules is to improve 
the practice, and in this respect it would seem capable of 
improvement, 

g. As to guardians, next friends, 0. By Order XVIT. 
lunatios, &0., are to sue as plaintiils by their “ committee 
or next friend” in manner practised by the Court of Chan- 
cery before the pasaing of the Judicature Act, and ia like 
manner defend by their ‘committees or guardiaus ” 
appointed for that purpose, Without criticising the reason 
why plaintiffs should sue by their committee or next friewd 
(in the singular number), and defendants defend by their 
committees or guardians (in the plural), | would ask why 
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should there not be one uniform proceeding for all persons 
under disability tosue or defend by “ guardian’? Why 
have a committee, guardian, or next friend ? Would not 
one name do? E. F. BurrEmer Hakston. 

1, Gresham Buildings, E.C. 








NOTES. 


The accountants, probably terrified by Mr. Charley's 
counterblast, are now apparently benevolently devoting 
their energies to “assisting solicitors.” At least this is 
the object professed by a gentleman who announces that 
he has commenced business as Law Stationer ; Law Bill 
Clerk, Public and Private Auditor and Accountant ; House, 
Land, and Estate Agent; Rent and Debi Collector, and 
Trustee in Bankruptcy,” whose eircular has been forwarded 
to us. This versatile practitioner informs the world in 
the most emphatic italics that “ In addition to the ordinary 
duties of a Law Stationer and Law Bill Clerk, I assist Solici- 
tors in Drawing Conveyances, Mortgages, and other Deeds, Ab- 
stracts of Title, Wills, Agreements, Affidavits, Conditions of 
Sale, Residuary, Succession and Legacy Duty Accounts, and 
Pedigrees, Tracing Heirships, Searching for Wills and 
Registers, Seeking up and Procuring Evidence, and Preparing 
Briefs and Cases for Counsel's opinion. 

“ I make journeys for the Examination of Abstracts with the 
Muniments of Title, and I attend Sales by Auction of Pro- 
perties. Iam present at the Assizes and Sessions to conduct 
Cases on behalf of Solicitors. I take journeys to search for 
Incumbrances and Register Deeds.” 

Sir Boyle Roche’s bird was nothing to this legal tra- 
veller-general. 


We referred some time ago (ante, p 572) to the case of The 
State v. Linkham (69 North Carolina Reports), in which the 
Supreme Court of North Carolina decided that a person who, 
it was admitted, was conscientiously taking part in a 
religious service, was not liable to an indictment fordisturb- 
ing the congregation by reason of his discordant singing. 
A correspondent writes to an American legal journal to 
furnish a reference to a case of Eastham vy. Milborne, in the 
proceedings in the court of the arch-deaconry of Essex of 
May 6, 1615, the defendant in which was charged as 
follows :—“ Presentatur for’ spreadinge mowle hills with a 
shovell in the church-yard upon the Sundaye next Septua- 
gesima last, being the XIII daye of Februaire, 1613, and 
that betweene morninze and eveninge prayer ; and was then 
taken at worke by the minister and other of the parishioners, 
and forthat he doth not kneele on bis knees in tyme of 
devine service when as it is fittinge he should and the rather 
in that be is the pariche clerk who ought to give good 
example thereby unto others that are negligent therein, and 
he hath often tymes bene admonished for to kneele by the 
minister, but he doth altogether refuse it- And for that he 
singeth the psalms in the church with such a jesticul us 
tone and altitonant voyce—viz , equeaking like a gelded pigg 
—which doth not onlie interrupt the other voyces, but is 
altogether dirsonent and dissagreeing unto any musicall 
harmenie, and he hath bene requested by the minister to 
leave it, but he doth obstinatiie persist and contynue 
therein.” The correspondent adds that the sentence and 
ultimate fate of the ungodly Thomas are not chronicled, but 
he opines that they were doubtless severe and terrible. 


The courts of several of the different States of the 
American Union are at issue on the point whether it is 
negligence on the part of a passenger to protrude his arm 
from the window of « railway carriage. The Conrt of 
Appeals of Maryland, says the Albany Law Journal, has 
recently tried ite hand at it in Littshburgh and Connelleville 
Railroad Company v. Andrews, and decided that it was 
negligence on the part of a passenger to let his arm project, 
and that he could not recover for injaries by its coming in 
contact with some objec. negligently permitted by the 
company to be too near the track. The decisions are the 
same in New York (Holbrock ¥. The Uties and Schenectady 
Railroad Company, 12 S Y. 226); in Maseachusette ( Todd 
v. Ad Colony Railroad Company. 3 Allen, 18); in Pennayl- 
vania (Pittsburgh and Cunnelleville Ruilroad Company v. 
McClurg, B Penn. Bt. 204, overruling Kenard’s case, 9 
Barris, 202); in Indiana (Jndianopolis and 0. B. BR. Come 





= 
pany v. Rutherford, 29 Ind, 82); in Kentucky (Louisyit 


and N. R. R. Company v. Sickings, 5 Bush. 1). But the 


question has been decided the other way in Wisconsin 


(Spencer v. Milwaukeeand P. R. R. Company, 17 Wiz, . 
and in Illinois (Chicago and A. R. R. Company v. Pondem, 
51 Ill. 333, 3 Am, Rep. 306). 


Application was made to the registrar of the con 
court at Liverpool on Saturday last, under rule 179, to fiz 
a time for the Court to hear an application to commit fop 
contempt two persons who had forcibly removed a bailiff 
left in possession of property by a receiver appointed 
pending the hearing of a petition for adjudication 
of bankruptcy, which had been filed by a creditor 
after a meeting under a prior petition for liquidation 
had refused to pass any resolution. Mr. Williams, who 
appeared in support of the application, said that hg 
founded it upon the 66th section of the Act, which 
conferred upon the court all the powers and jurisdiction 
of the Court of Chancery. Here, it was true, there had 
been no adjudication of bankruptcy, and the course of pro. 
cedure defined by the rules in order to commit did not 
apply, but in the absence of any prescribed mode, there 
was no reason why the procedure adopted for a committal 
after an adjudication of bankruptcy should be varied in the 
case of a committal before adjudication. The 178th and 
179th rules defined the mode ofcommitment, and the present 
application was in conformity with those rules. The 
registrar said he considered it a proper case to be brought 
before the court, but he had grave doubts as to the mode 
of procedure. The rules referred to did not apply, as they 
had reference to the committal of some one over whom the 
court had jurisdiction by virtue of the bankruptcy, but here 
there was nobankruptcy, The practice in Chancery was, 
to proceed by way of motion, and that appeared to him the 
proper course here. In a matter which might affect the 
liberty of the subject he did not feel disposed to issue any 
order, but would fix the earliest day for the court to con 
sider the question by way of motion. 





LESAL APPOINTMENTS, ETC. 


Mr. Freperick Cocksurn, Master of the Crown Office, 
has been appointed Queen's Coroner and attorney, in the 
place of Mr. J. Winning, deceased. 


Mr. James Ronen? Mextor, barrister, has been appointed 
Master of the Crown Office, in succession to Mr. Cockburm 
Mr. Mellor is the third son of Mr. Justice Mellor, He was 
called to the Bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 
1865, and has practised on the Northern Circuit. 


Mr. Wittiam PartRipe®, solicitor, of Tiverton, bas been 
elected (after a poll) an Assessor for Revising the Municipal 
tegister for the Borough. Mr. Partridge was admitted ia 
1845, and is clerk to the borough justices, to the Commite 
sioners of Taxes for the Tiverton division, and to thé 
Improvement Commissioners for the borough. 


Mr. Cueristoraen Georce Crort, solicitor, of Riche 
mond, Yorkshire, has been appointed a commissioner for 
taking acknowledgments of deeds by married women, 


Mr. M. H. Jacons, solicitor, of Budge-row, Cannon-streeh, 
has been appointed a Commissioner of the Supreme Court 
of the Colony of the Cape of Good Hope to examine wit 
nesses and to take affidavits, 


Mr. Parnick M. Leonann, barrister, has been appointed 
Judge of County Court Circuit No. 51 (Hants) in place 
of Mr. C. J. Gale, resigned. Mr, Leonard is a member of 
Trinity College, Dublin, and graduated as M.A. in Jaly, 
1846, and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s Inn in Hilary 
Term, 1847, He has practised as an equity draughteman 
and conveyancer, and is the author of a collection of 
Precedents of Equity Pleading in the county courts. He has 
frequently, during the past ten years, presided as deputy- 
judge of the county courts in North and South Devon, 
Essex, Kent, and Hertfordshire, and in the Metropolitas 
courts. 


Mr. Horanio Luorp, Recorder of Chester, has been 


appointed judge of the Couaty Court Cireait No, 29 (Nortl 
ales), iu the place of Mr, Vaughan Williams, resigned 
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The new judge is the son of the late Edward Watson 
Loyd, Esq., of the West Mount, Chester, Prothonotary 
and Clerk of the Crown for the counties of Chester 
and Flint. Mr. Horatio Lloyd was educated at Rossall 
College, Fleetwood, and was called tc the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1852. He soon after 
joined the North Wales and Chester Circuit, and also at- 
tended the Cheshire and Knutsford sessions. He has been 
counsel to her Majesty’s Mint and to the Post-office, and 
since February, 1866, he has held the office of Recorder of 
Chester. 

Mr. Witi1am Henry Cooke, Q.C, judge of the county 
courts in Circuit No. 32, has been appointed Judge of 
Circuit No. 36, embracing Oxfordshire and portions of 
neighbouring counties, in succession to Mr. J. B. Parry, 
Oc, resigned. Mr. Cocke, who is in his sixty-second year, 
ig the eon of the late Rev. William Cooke, vicar of Brom. 
ard, and a J.P. for Herefordshire. He was educated at 
Ti teee College, Oxford, where he graduated M.A. in 
1834, Mr. Cooke was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Trinity Term, 1837, and joined the Oxford Circuit, at- 
tending also the Gloucester and Hereford sessions. He 
was created a Queen’s Counsel in 1863, in which year he 
was elected a bencher of his Inn. In 1866 he was nominated 
Recorder of the city of Oxford, and in 1868 he was appointed 
Judge of the County Courts in Circuit No. 32, which be- 
comes vacant by his transfer to the Oxfordshire Circuit. 


Mr. Davin Henry Stonr, who has been elected Lod 
Mayor of London for the ensuing year, was admitted a 
solicitor in 1839, and was for many years at the head of 
the firm of Stone, Billinghurst, and Wood, of the Poultry, 
though he has now for some years ceased to practise. 
His first experience of corporation business was gained 
when he served the office of under sheriff of London and 
Middlesex, his uncle, the late Alderman Farnecomb, being 
sheriff. In 1864 he succeeded his uncle as alderman of 
the Ward of Bassishaw, which he had previously 
represented in the Common Council, and in 1867 he served 
the office of sheriff. We believe that no solicitor has 
attained the chief magistracy of the City since the mayoralty 
of the late Alderman Wire in 1858-9. 

Mr. Cuartes GrornckE MEREWETHER, barvister-at-law, 
who has been returned to Parliament as member for the 
borough of Northampton, in succession to the late Mr. 
Charles Gilpin, is the son of the Rev. Francis Merewether, 
rector of Cole Orton, Leicestershire. He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary ‘erm, 1848. 


OBITUARY. 


MR. BRYAN WILLIAM PROCTOR. 


Mr. Bryan William Proctor, barrister (better known to 
the public by his nom de plume of Barry Cornwall) died 
on Monday last in his eighty-fifth year. He was born in 
1790, and was a schoolfellow of Lerd Byron at Harrow. 
He was called to the bar at Gray’s Inn in Easter Term, 
1831, and was for some time a conveyancer. For several 
years he filled the important post of a Commissioner in 
Lunacy, from which appointment he retired on a pension 
in 1861. His wife was a daughter of the late Mr. Basil 
Montague, Q.C., and bis daughter, Adelaide Anne Proctor 
(who died about ten years ago), obtained great celebrity 
as a poetess. Among his literary worksare “ A Sicilian 
Story,” ‘‘The Fleod of Thessaly,” and “ Mirandola,” & 
tragedy. He also published a collection entitled “ English 
Songs.” 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s Inn 
Hall on Wednesday, the 7th day of October, 1874, Mr. 
F. J. Baker in the chair. Mr. J. T. Davies opened the 
first subject for the evening’s debate, viz. :—‘‘ Can a mort- 
gagee cbtain more than six year’ arrears of interest on @ 
bill filed by a mortgagee to redeem ?”” which was carried 
by a majority of 4. The next subject—“That on the 
hearing of a judgment debtor's summons, the enus of 
procf of inability to pay should be upon the debtor”— 
was opened by Mr. N. Hanhart, LLD., and was carried 
by a majority of 4. 





— 


UNQUALIFIED PRACTITIONERS. 
On Monday last, at the Manchester City Police Cours, 
Robert Dalton Law was charged, on a summons under the 
37 & 38 Vict. c. 68, s. 12, with practising as an attorney 





without being in possession of the proper certificate. 


Mr. Coathupe, deputy chief constable, said that on 
Wednesday, September 16, the defendant was defending 
a prisoner named Lycett, and was practising before Mr. 
Headlam as an attorney. From inquiries made, witness 
believed he held no certificate at the time, and Mr. 
Headlam ordered proceedings to be taken. Witness asked 


He originally joined the Midland Circuit, attending 
the Leicester and Northampton Sessions, and prac- 
tising at the Derby and Nottingham County Courts. 
Mr. Merewether was appointed Recorder of Leicester 
on the 3lst August, 1868, since which time he has 
become a member cf the Norfolk Circuit, He was an un- 
successful candidate for the representation of Northampton 
in November, 1868, and again at the general election in 
February of the present year. 


Mr. Bengzamin Brivers Hunter Ropwett, Q.C., of 
Ampton Hall, Bury St. Edmunds, who has been returned 
to Parliament as member for Cambridgeshire, in succes- 
sion to the late Lord George Manners, is the eldest son of 
William Rodwell, Esq., J.P., of Woodlands, Suffolk, the 
Senior partner in the firm of Messrs, Bacon & Co., bankers, 
ee his mother being Elizabeth Ann, only child of 

jamin Hunter, Eeq., barrister-at-law, of Glencarse, 
Perthshire. He was born in 1815, and is therefore in his 
59th year, Mr. Rodwell was educated at the Charterhouse 
and at Trinity College, Cambridge. In Michaelmas Term, 
1840, he was called to the bar at the Middle Temple, and 
became a member of the Home Circuit, and Parliamentary 

. He was created a Queen's Counsel in 1858, and shortly 

ame a bencher of hia Inn, He is a Justice of 

the Peace and Deputy Lieutenant of the county of 
Ik, and has been one of the chairmen of Quarter 

ns there for the last twelve years, Mr, Rodwell 

has published a pamphlet on the question of tenant-right. 


the defendant if he had a certificate, and he made some 
reply, which witness understood to be ‘‘I have,” or it 
might have been ‘‘I have not.” At all events, defendant 
left the prisover standing im the dock and disappeared 
from the court. 

Mr. Watson, who was for the defence, said Mr. Law had 
held a certificate formerly for a great many years, and on 
this particular occasion he was asked by Mr. W. Bennet, 
' who practised in the city court and other courts, to take 
acase for him. He (Mr. Watson, held a note from Mr. 
Bennet to this effect. Mr Law, however, pleaded guilty, 
and therefore it wonld be necessary to say no more tham 
that he (Mr. Watson) believed the fact was explained 
in this way: Mr. Bennet asked him to hold a brief, 
and conduct a case for him, and Mr. Bennet assured 
him (Mr, Watson) that Mr. Law did not receive fee or 
reward, and merely took the case at the request of Mr. 
Bennet as a friend. Im such a case, therefore, he (Min 
Watson) held that, although in strict law the defendant 
might be considered as acting as an attorney, he was not 
doing so for the prisoner so as to entitle him to claim any 
fee or reward for it, 

Mr. Bennet was sworn, and he said the facts, as stated 
by Mr. Watson, were correct, and in the case in point the 
defendant had not received one farthing, 

Mr. Rickards said the bench had given the case pee | 
consideration, but to his owa knowledge the defendan 
had practised as an attorney in the court, and it a 
without a certificate, for several years. This was 
first case which had arisen in that court under the recent 
Act, and but for the circumstances stated by Mr. Bennet, 
the full penalty of £10 would have been inflicted. The 
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Mr. Digby Seymour, Q C., Recorder of Newoastle-upon- 
Tyne, has been lected Master of the Plumbers’ Company defendant would be tined £5, with the alternative of one 





for the ensuing year. month’s imprisonment.— Manchester Gwardan, 
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LEGAL ITEMS. 


The office of town clerk of the borough of Leicester has 
been vacated by the resignation of Mr. Thomas Standbridge, 
solicitor, owing to some disputes between himself and the 
corporation. His resignation was first made known by a 
letter from him read at a meeting of the Town Council 
last week, when it was resolved that the resignation should 
be accepted, and that Mr. Johr Storey, the deputy clerk, 
should be appointed clerk “during pleasure’”’ at a salary 
of £160 a year, such sum to include his remuneration as 
clerk to the urban sanitary authority. 


At the Bishop’s Castle (Shropshire) Petty Sessions the 
Rev. C.C. Sharpe, vicar of Bucknell, was charged with 
having, on the 9th of September, at a harvest festival, 
sold beer in a schoolroom at Bucknell, he not being a 
person duly licensed to sell exciseable articles. The de- 
fendant had sold tickets for the harvest supper, at which 
beer was supplied. The prosecution was instituted by 
the police. The chairman (the Rev. W. B.G. Botfield) 
said it was a little sharp practice on the part of the police, 
and the magistrates were sorry, but they were compelled 
to convict. Defendant was fined 1s. and 12s. costs. 


The meeting of the Social Science Congress at Glasgow 
is understood to have been a successful one. To giveeven 
an abstract of the papers read would fill our columns, and 
we must content ourselves with saying that on Friday the 
question for discussion in the Municipal Law Section was, 
Should unanimity be required in juries? Two papers 
were read, the first being supplied by Mr. Forsyth, M.P., 
who held that the rule requiring unanimity should be re- 
laxed in civil, and retained in criminal, cases. He adhered 
to the opinions he had expressed in his History of Trial by 
Jury and in the House of Commons. Sheriff Clark con- 
tended that the essence and safety of jury trial consisted 
in the joint action of twelve minds brought into play by 
mutual intercommunion. Sir Joseph Napier had come to 
the conclusion that in civil cases the requirement of 
unanimity in juries was an exception to all rule. Mr. 
Daniel, Q.C., said that the opinion of the county 
court judges was against unanimity in civil cases, but 
those who had experience in criminal cases, such as chair- 
men of quarter sessions, were almost entirely in favour of 
unanimity in criminal cases. Mr. G. W. Hastings said that 
as chairman of quarter sessions in his own county, he had 
to try abont 150 criminal cases in the course of a year, 
and he was entirely satisfied with the working of the jury 
system in such cases. By requiring unanimity they had 
a security for an exhaustive discussion by the jury, which 
they could not obtain otherwise. On Saturday the ques- 
tion for discussion was, ‘Should the testimony of any 
and what persons st present excluded as witnesses be 
admissible as evidence in courts of law?” Three papers 
were read by Mr. Serjeant Pulling, Serjeant Cox, and Mr. 
Sheriff Dickson. Professor Berry expressed his hearty 
concurrence in the recommendations which had been 
made in the paper of Sheriff Dickson in favour of 
relaxations of the rule against the admission of 
certain persons as witnesses in criminal cases. Sir 
Joseph Napier thought that where an accused party 
in a criminal court thought fit to give evidence, he should 
be allowed to do so. Mr. G. W. Hastings expressed a 
strong opinion in favour of the admission of the evidence 
of prisoners on their own behalf. When in the United 
States he found such a law in force in several of the States, 
and the universal feeling seemed to be that it was working 
well. His own experience as a chairman of quarter ses- 
sions and also of petty sessions was that in many cases 
the evidence of the prisoner would be of great value for 
his own defence. 








THE PROPOSED GENERAL SCHOOL OF LAW. 


The following is a reprint of the Bill introduced by Lord 
Selborne last session in the House of Lords on this 
subject. As we have explained elsewhere, our object in 
pees the Lill in full is to secure for it the thorough 

iscussion which the importance of the subject demands, 


and to furnish such of our readers as may attend the pro- 
vincial meeting of the Incorporated Law Society with the 
text of provisions which may be there debated :— 





A Bill intituled an Act to establish a General School of 

Law in England. 

Whereas it is expedient to establish in London a General 
School of Law, in which the examination; of such persong 
as may be admitted to practise the profession of the law in 
any of its branches in England, and of other students of 
law, may hereinafter be conducted : 

Be it enacted, &c. : 

1. Incorporation of General School of Law.] In order to 
test by proper examinations the proficiency of all such 
persons as may seek to be admitted to the practice of the 
law in any of its branches in England, and of such other 
persons as may be desirous of submitting themselyes 
thereto, and also (as and when sufficient funds may be 
obtained for that purpose) to provide for the instruction in 
law and jurisprudence of all such of her Majesty’s subjects 
as may desire to avail themselves of such instruction, there 
shall be established in London one body politic and cor. 
porate under the name, style, and title of ‘‘ The Queen's 
General School of Law,” with perpetual succession and a 
common seal, and with power to acquire, take, and hold, by 
purchase, gift, grant, or otherwise, lands or hereditaments 
of any tenure: Provided that the total value of the lands 
and hereditaments to be so acquired and held by the General 
School of Law shall not exceed ten thousand . pounds per 
annum: such value to be computed with reference to the 
time or respective times of the first acquisition thereof, 
irrespectively of any subsequent increase in such value. 

2. President, senate, and members.| The said body politic 
or corporate, called her Majesty’s General School of Law, 
shall consist of a president (who shall be the Lord Chan. 
cellor for the time being), and of thirty-eight other persons 
who, with the president, shall constitute the geverni 


; body or senate of the said General School of Law, and 


such other members as hereinafter mentioned. All bare 
risters-at-law of not less than five years’ standing in England 
who are members for the time being of any one of the 
several Honourable Societies of Lincoln’s Inn, tke Inner 
Temple, the Middle Temple, and Gray's Inn, being qualified 
to vote as hereinafter provided, and all solicitors who are 
members for the time being of the Incorporated Law 
Society, and whose names are for the time being, and have 
been for not less than five years next preceding, on the 
roll of her Majesty’s Supreme Court of Judicziure, shall be 
members of the said General School of Law. During the 
interval between the commencement of this Act and the 
second day of November, one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-nine, every attorney or solicitor who, before the 
second day of November, one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-four, was upon the roll of attorneys or solicitors 
of any court whose jurisdiction was by the Supreme Court 
of Judicature Act, 1873, transferred to her Majesty's High 
Court of Justice, or to her age oy Aa Court of Appeal, shall 
be deemed (for the purposes of this Act) to have been im 
respect of the same period of time a solicitor on the roll of 
her Majesty’s Supreme Court of Judicature. 

3. Qualification of barristers.] There shall be annually 
made up and published under the direction of the treasurer 
of each of the Honourable Societies of Lincoln’s Inn, the 
Inner Temple, the Middle Temple, and Gray's Inn 
respectively, a roll or register of such barristers, being 
members of those societies respectively, as are of not less 
than five years standing and engaged in the practice of the 
profession of the Jaw in England ; and it shall be lawful 
for the said respective societies, with the approval of their 
visitors, to make such reasonable regulations as they 8 
think fit with respect to such roll or register, and as to 
the manner in which claims are to be made by any barristers, 
members of the same respective societies, to have their 
names entered therein, and as to the proceedings to be taken 
fer rectifying from timo to time any errors or omissions 
in such roll or register ; and such roll or register shall, at 
the time of each election to be made by barristers as 
hereinafter provided, be conclusive as to the right of the 
barristers then entered therein to vote at such election; 
and no person whose name shall not be entered in such ro 
shall be qualified to vote as a barrister at any snch election: 
Provided always, that in the meantime, and until such 
roll or register shall have been made up and published, all 
barristers of not less than five years’ standing at the time of 
any such election whose names are entered for tho time 
being in the last preceding list or register of the legal pro 
fession, published under the autk ority of the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue, and commonly called the Law List, a& 
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ying addresses at any chambers within the limits of the j 


aeetion of the Metropolitan Board of Works under the 
We polis Management Act, 1855, or as practising on any 

‘onit or at any Court of Quarter Sessions in England, 
shall be deemed and be qualified to vote at such election. 

4, Constitution of Senate.] The senate of the said General 
gchool of Law shall consist (besides the president) of eight 
ex oficio members, of twenty members to be elected in the 
manner hereinafter mentioned, and of ten members to be 
nominated by her Majesty, her heirs, and successors. 

5. Lx officio members of senate.) The ex officio members of 
the senate shall be the Lord Chief Justice of England, the 


Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the Common ! 


Pleas, the Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer, her Majesty's 
Attorcey-General, her Majesty’s Solicitor-General, the 
President for the time being of the Incorporated Law 
Society, and the person who in the year immediately pre- 
ceding the current year was such president as last aforesaid. 

6. Elected members of senate.] OF the twenty elected 
members of the Senate, ten shall be barristers-at-law of not 
less than seven years’ standing. and ten shall be solicitors of 
not less than seven years’ standing. One of such barristers 
shall be nominated by the masters of the bench of each of 
the Honourable Societies of Lincoln’s Inn, The Inner 
Temple, the Middle Temple, and Gray’s Inn respectively, 
at meetings to be duly convened by the treasurers of these 
respective societies ; the treasurer or other master of the 
bench who may preside at such meeting having, in case of 
equality of votes, a second or casting vote. Four of such 
solicitors shall be in like manner nominated by the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society, at a meeting to be duly 
convened by the president for that purpose ; the president 
or other member of the Council who may preside at such 
meeting having, in case of equality of votes, a second or 
casting vote. The other ten elected members of the senate 
shall be chosen in the minner hereinafter provided. 

7. Time and mode of election.] The elections of the elected 
membersof the senate (except so far as relates to elections for 
the purpose of filling casual vacancies) shall be held on such day 
of February in every alternate year after the passirg of this 
Act as the senate shall from time to time appoint ; and the 
first of such elections shall be held on the second day of 
February, one thousand eight hundred and seventy-five. 
Six members of the senate shall be elected by the 
barristers who are members of the said General School of 
Law. The votes of such of the said barristers as belong 
to the several honourable societies of Lincoln's Inn, the 
Inner Temple, the Middle Temple, and Gray's Inn 
respectively, shall be taken and received in the common 
halls of those respective societies by and under the super. 
intendence of the treasurers of the same societies respeo- 
tively, each of whom shall make a return to the Lord 
Chancellor, as president of the said General School of 
Law, of the number of votes given by barristers duly 
qualified in the hall of his society for each of the several 
persons for whom any such votes may have been given ; 
and the Lord Chancellor shall cast up the total number of 
votes given in the halls of all the said four societies for 
any such persons reapectively, and the persons whom he 
shall find to have received the majority of such votes 
(according to the number of members of the senate to 
be then chosen) shall be deemed duly elected. Six mem. 
bers of the senate shall be elected by the soli- 
citors who are members of the said General School of 
Law. The votes of such solicitors shall be taken 
and received in the common hall of the Incor- 
porated Law Society by and under the superintendence 
of the president for the time being of that society, who shall 
certify in writing to the Lord Chancellor, as president of the 
atid General School of Law, the number of votes given by 
solicitors for the several persons for whom any such votes 
may have been given ; und the persons who shall have 
received the majority of such votes (according to the number 
of members of the senate to be then chosen) shall be deemed 
duly elected, In any case in which there shall be an 
equslity of votes given to two or more persons, all of whom 


*eannot be declared to be elected, ths Attorney-General (as to 


the members of senate elected by barristers) and the pre- 
sident of the Incorporated Law Society (as to the members 
of senate elected by solicitors) shall have power to decide 
Who among the petsous so receiving an equal number of 
votes shall be deemed elected. 

8. Cumulative voting.) At every such election by barristers 








or solicitors every voter shall be entitled to a number of votes 
equal to tae number of members of the senate to be then 
elected by barristers or solicitors, respectively, as the case 
may be, and may give all such votes to any one person 
qualified to be elected, or may distribute them among any 
persons so qualified (not exceeding the total number to be 
then elected), as he may think fit. 

9. Voting papers.] The votes of barristers and of solicitors 
for the members of senate to be elected by them respectively 
may be given either personally or by voting papers: Provided 
always, that every voting paper to be used at any such elec- 
tion shall be in writing, signed by the barrister or solicitor 
who may be desirous of voting thereby, and shall contain, at 
the time of the signature thereof, in the proper handwriting of 
such barrister or solicitor, the names of the persons for whose 
election, as members of the senate, he desires to give his vote, 
and also the name of the person authorised to deliver the same 
as proxy for such barrister or solicitor; and no such voting 
paper shall be received unless the same, at the time and place 
appointed for the election, be personally delivered by the 
proxy so named, nor unless such proxy is a barrister or 
solicitor (as the case may be) entitled to vote at such election. 

10. Term of office of elected members.] One half of the six 
members of the senate who at the election to be held on the 
second day of February one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-five shall have been chosen by barristers (such half to 
be determined by ballot, except as toany who may desire then 
to retire) shall go out of office in February, one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy-seven, and the other half shall go out 
of officein February, one thousand eight hundred and seventy= 
nine. One half of the six members of senate who at the elec- 
tion to be held on the second day of February, one thousand 
eight hundred and seventy-five shall have been chosen by 
solicitors (such half to be determined by ballot, except as to 
any who may desire then to retire,) shall in like manner go 
out of office in February, one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-seven, and the other half shall *go out of office in 
February, one thousand eight hundred -and seventy- 
nine, Ali members of the senate who may be elected 
at any biennial election, either by barristers or solicitors, after 
the election to be held on the second day of February, one 
thousand eight hundred and seventy-five, shall hold their 
office (unless they respectively sooner die or retire) for four 
years from the day of their election; but all members of the 
senate who may from time to time go out of office under this 
section shall continue in office until their respective successors 
are elected. Every vacancy arising by the expiration of the 
term of office of a member of senate elected by barristers shall 
be filled up at the biennial election of members of the senate 
by barristers; and every vacancy arising by the expiration of 
the term of office of a member of senate elected by solicitors 
shall be filled up at the biennial election of members of the 
senate by solicitors. Every member of the senate so going 
out of office from time to time shall be capable of re-election. 

11. Casual vacancies.] If during the interval between 
one biennial election and another any vacancy shall occur 
by death, resignation, or otherwise, among the members of 
the senate elected by barristers, such vacancy may be 
supplied until the next succeeding biennial election (but 
not for any further period) by the nomination of a duly 
qualified person by the votes of the greater number of the 
remaining members of the senate for the time being elected 
by barristers ; and if during any such interval any such 
vacancy occur among the members of the senate elected by 
solicitors, such vacancy may be supplied until the next 
succeeding biennial election (but not for any further period) 
by the nomination of a duly qualified person by the votes of 
the greater number of the members of the senate for the 
time being elected by solicitors. 

12, Members of the senate nominated by benchers, &c.] The 
members of the senate nominated by the masters of the bench 
of the respective Honourable Societies of Lincoln's Inn, the 
Inner Temple, the Middle Temple, and Gray’s Inn, and by 
the Council of the Incorporated Law Society respectively, 
shall respectively hold their office (unless they die or retire) 
for four years from the date of their nomination, All members 
of senate so nominated, shall be capable of being again 
nominated ; and all vacancies among them which may happen 
by death, resignation, or otherwise, before the time when the 
term of office of each person making any such vacancy would 
expire, may be filled up by the nomination of a new member 
of the senate in the same manner as the person making such 
vacancy was nominated, who shall hold his office for the 
residue of the time during which the person making such 
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“vacancy would have continued in office if such vacancy had 
not occurred. 

13. Members of the senate nominated by the Crown.] The ten 

members of the senate nominated by her Majesty, her heirs 
and successors, may be such persons (other than practising 
barristers or practising solicitors) as her Majesty, her heirs 
and successors, may think fit, Ofthe ten members of the 
senate to be first so nominated, one half (tobe determined by 
ballot, except as to any who may desire so to retire,) shall go 
out of office on the second day of February, one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy-seven, aud the other halfshall go out 
of office on the second day of February, one thousand eight 
vhundred and seventy-nine. All members of the senate who 
may be so nominated after such first nomination (except so 
far as relates to nominations for the purpose of filling casual 
vacancies ) shall hold their office (unless they respectively die 
or retire) for four years from the day of their nomination. All 
such nominated members of senate whose term of office may 
expire, shall be capable of being again nominated; and all 
vacancies in the number of such nominated members of senate, 
which may happen by death, resignation, or otherwise, before 
the time when the term of office of each person making any 
such vacancy would expire, may be filled up by the nomina- 
tion of a new member of the senate, who shall hold his office 
by virtue of such nomination, for the residue of the time 
during which the person making such vacancy would have 
continued in office if such vacancy had not occurred. 

14. Senate may establish professorships, §c.] It shall be 
lawful for the senate from time to time, if they shall find it 
practicable and expedient so to do, to establish in the said 
General School of Law such professorships or lectureships in 
any branches of law or jurisprudence, or in any subject con- 
nected therewith, and to appoint such professors and Jecturers 
therein, upon such’ terms as to tenure of office, duties, and 
emoluments, and to found and establish in the said school of 
law such scliolarships, bursaries, exhibitions, and prizes for 
proficiency in legal knowledge, as, baving regard to the means 
at their disposal from time to time, they shall think fit. And 
the senate shall also have power to regttlate the course of in- 
struction to be given by any such professors or lecturers, and 
the terms upon which students may be admitted thereto, and 
the conditions of tenure of and other qualifications for any such 
scholarships, bursaries, exhibitions, or prizes as aforesaid ; 
Provided always, that all instruction to be given by such 
professors or lecturers, and all the examinations in any branch 
of legal knowledge which may be from time to time conducted 
by or under the direction of the senate, shall be open to all her 
Majesty’s subjects, without requiring that any of them should 
belong to any particular society or institution, or should make 
any declaration as to their intention to practise any branch of 
the law or to enter into any profession, upon payment ofsuch 
reasonable fees and compliance with such other reasonable 

regulations as the senate, with the concurrence as tv fees 
hereinafter required, shall from time to time determine. 

15. Power to agree as to endowments of professorships, &c. | 
It shall be lawful for the senate of the said School of Law 
from time to time to agree withany one or more of the Honour- 
able Societies of the Inner Temple, the Middle Temple, 
Lincoln’s Inn, and Gray’s Inn respectively, or with the In- 
corporated Law Society (which societies respectively are 
hereby empowered to enter into any such agreement), or with 
any otlier societies or persons having lawful power or au- 
thority in that behalf, for the foundation or endowment 
in the said General School of Law, upon such terms as may 
be agreed upon, of any professorship or lectureship, or 
of any scholarship, bursary, exhibition, or prize for profi- 
ciency in any branch of legal knowledge, and as to the 
stipends, duties, and emoluments of any such professors or 
lecturers, and the mode of their nomination and appoint- 
ment: Provided always, that the instruction to be given by 
any such professor or lecturer shall be open toallher Majesty’s 
subjects, without requiring that any of them should belong 
to any particular society or institution, or should make any 
declaration as to thair intention to practise any branch of 
the law or to enter into any profession, upon payment of such 
reasonable fees and compliance with such other reasonable 
regulations as may be determined (with the concurrence, as 
to fees, hereinafter.required) in any manner to be provided 
for by such agreement. 

16. Certificates of proficiency necessary for practice at the 
bar, §c.] From and after the time appointed for the com- 
menvement of this Act no person who shall not have been 
admitted as a student of one of the inns of court before the 
passing of this Act shall be called to the bar, or be admitted 





to practise as a conveyancer or cot pleader under 
bar, without receiving from the said General School of lay 
a certificate of proficiency in legal knowledge in such gy}. 
jects as shall be required for that purpose under the 
sions of this Act ; which proficiency shall be ascertained 
his having passed, to the satisfaction of the examingy, 
such examinations or examination as shall be appointed fa 
that purpose by the authority hereinafter mentioned ; 
any person who has received such certificate (including gy 
suvh person who may have been admitted as a student Of ong 
of the [Inns of Court before the passing of this Act) shal] 
deemed, so far as relates to proficiency in legal knowledge t 
be qualified to be called to the bar, or to be admitteg 4 
practise as a conveyancer or special pleader (as the case may 
be) without being required to pass or undergo any Compulsory 
examination in any branch of legal knowledge elsewh 
than in this said General School of Law: Provided’ alw, 
that such certificate shall not dispense with or render tn. 
necessary any other qualification (save as aforesaid) which 
may lawfully be required for the call of any person to the bar 
or for his admission to practise as a conveyaucer or special 
leader. 
. 17. Certificates of proficiency necessary for adtnission of 
solicitors.) From and after the time appoint:d for the com. 
mencement of this Act, no person who shall not hayg 
been articled to an attorney or solicitor before the 
passing of this Act shall be admitted a solicitor of 
her Majesty's Supreme Cuvurt of Judicature, without 
receiving from the said General School of Law a certificatg 
of proficiency in legal knowledge in such subjects as shall 
be required for that purpose under the provisions of thig 
Act: which proficiency shall be ascertained by his having 
passed, to the satisfaction of the examinors, such exami. 
nations or examination as shall be appointed for that par. 
pose by the authority hereinafter mentioned ; and every 
person who has received such certificate (including any 
such person who may have been articled to an attorney or 
solicitor before the passing of this Act) shall be deemed, 
so far as relates to proficiency in legal kaowledge, to ts 
qualified to be admitted a solicitor of the said Supreme 
Court of Judicature, without being required to pass or 
undergo any compulsory examination in any branch of 
legal knowledge elsewhere than in the said General School 
of Law: Provided always, that such certificate shall not 
dispense with or render unnecessary any other qualifica. 
tion (save as aforesaid) which may lawfally be required 
for the admission of any person to be a solicitor of the s°'d 
Supreme Court. 

18. Examinations to be open to ali the Queen's subjects.] The 
examinations held in the said General School of Law shall 
be open, on payment of such reasonable fees and compli. 
ance with such other reasonable conditions a3 shall bs 
from time to time required by the senate of the said 
General School of Law, to all Her Majesty's sub- 


jects who may be desirous of obtaining such certificates, 


whether they shall or shal] not have attended the 
lectures of any professor or lecturer in the said Generr! 
School of Law, or shall or shall not have submitted them- 
selves to any prior or other examination therein, without re- 
quiring that any of them should belong to any particular 
society or institution, or should make any declaration as to 
their intention to practise any branch of the law or to enter 
into any profession; and no examiner by whom any examina: 
tion for the purpose of granting any certificates of proficiency 
may be conducted shall be at the time of such examination, 
or have been during any part of the three years next preced- 
ing the same, a professor or lecturer in the said General 
School of Law. 

19. Senate to make rules as to examinations, &c.] The 
senate shall have power to make all necessary byelaws, rules, 
and regulations for determining from time to time the number 
and course of the examinations to be holden in the said 
General School of Law, and the times or the manner of hold» 
ing such examinations, whether for the purpose of granting 
any such certificates of proficiency as aforesaid, or for any 
other purpose relating to the advancement or encourage 
ment of legal education; and also to make like re 
gulations as to the form and manner of granting certificates 
of proficiency in legal knowledge, and as to the subjects 
in which such proficiency must be certified in order to 
qualify any person for practice as a bartristor-at-law, or a9 
@ conveyatcer or special pleader, or as a solicitor, respec- 
tively, and also as to all such honorary and other distiao- 





ae ge ee ts omy te we et Ct. |} . 


“ee SS PS Paan SESE 


- Oct. 10, 1874. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, 921 








— 

tions as they may deem it expedient to grant from time to 
time in the said General School of Law. And the senate 
shall likewise have power to appoint and remove examiners 
for the purpose of conducting the examinations in the said 


- General School of Law; and to charge and take, as well 


for admission to any lectures of professors or lecturers in 
the said General School of Law as for admission to all or 
any of the examinations to be holden therein, and for the 

nt of any such certificates of proficiency as aforesaid, 
gach reasonable fees as the senate, with the concurrence 
of the Lords Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury, 
may from time to time direct. 

20. Equivalent examinations at wniversities.] 1t shall be 
lawful for the senate, if they shall think fit, by any such 
byelaws, rules, or regulations, to provide that any degree 
in law or certificate of proficiency in any branch of legal 
knowledge, granted by such universities within the British 
dominions as may be therein specified, shall be accepted 
as equivalent, for the purpose of qualifying any person for 
practice as a barrister-at-law, special pleader, convey- 
ancer, or solicitor (as the case may be), to a certificate 
from the General School of Law of proficiency in any 
subjects or subject, as to which it shall be shown to the satis- 
faction of the senate that a sufficient examination therein is 
required by such universities respectively, before granting 
such degree in law or certificate of proficiency. 

21. Concurrence necessary for rules as to proficiency to 

lify for practice,] No bye-law, rule, or regulation shall 

made by the senate as to the subjects in which proficiency 
must be certified, in order to qualify any person to be called to 
the bar, or to practise as a conveyancer or special pleader, or 
to be admitted a solicitor of her Majesty’s Supreme Court of 
Judicature, except in the manner and with tke concurrence 
hereinafter provided; (that is to say), in the passing of every 
such bye-law, rule, or regulation relating tothe subjects in 
which proficiency must be certified in order to qualfy any 
person to be called to the bar, or to practise as a conveyancer 
or special pleader, the greater part of the members of the 
senate present at such meeting who are barristers ai-law 
shall concur; and in the passing of every such bye-law, rule, 
or regulation relating to the subjects in which proficiency must 
be certified in order to qualify any person to be admitted a 
solicitor of the Supreme Court of Judicature, the greater 
, of the members of senate present who are solicitors 
shall concur: Provided always, that notice in writing of 
‘every such bye-law, rule or regulation as is in this section 
mentioned which any member of the senate may desir2 to 
propose, shall be given by such member to the Lord 
Chancellor, as president of the said General School of Law: 
and the Lord Chancellor shall thereupon cause a copy of 
such nctice to be sent through the general post to every 
member of the senate, and shall appoint a time (not being 
less than fourteen clear days from the time of posting such 
notices to all the members of the senate), and also a place 
for a special meeting of the senate to consider such proposed 
bye-law, rule, or regulation; and at such meeting any 
amendment or modification of such proposed bye-law, rule, 
orregulation may be agreed to; and if at the meeting so 
“appointed there shall be a difference of opinion between a 
majority in number of all the members of the senate then 
present, and a majority in number of those whose special 
concurrence therein is by this section made necessary, such 
meeting shall thereupon stand adjourned until the fourteenth 
day next thereafter following, and the Lord Chancellor 
thall cause notice of such adjournment and of the cause 
thereof to be sent through the general post to every 
member of the senate; and if at such adjourned meeting 
there shall still be such difference of opinion as aforesaid, 
and if the greater number of these members of the senate 
then present whose special concurrence therein is by this 
section required shall be favourable to such bye-law, rule, or 
regulation, or to any amendment or modification thereof 
which may be then proposed, it shall be lawful for any 
member of the senate to appeal from the decision of the 
majority at such adjourned meeting to her Majesty as 
visitor, who shall have power and authority to refer such 
appeal to the determination of such of the judges of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (not being members of the 
senate of the said General School of Law) as her Majesty 
‘Shall think fit ; and such judges shall thereupon have power 


. to order, if they shall so think fit, that such proposed bye- 


iW, tule, or regulation, with or without any amendment or 
Modification thereof, shall be adopted ; and upon any such 





order being made the same shall have and receive full force 
and effect, in the same manner as if such bye-law, rule, or 
regulation, with or without such amendment or modification 
thereof (as the case may be) had been duly passed and 
adopted, with the concurrence required in this section, by 
the senate of the said General School of Law. 

22. Powers of majority of senate.| Except as is in this Act 
otherwise expressly provided, all acts required to be done or 
authorised by the senate of the said General School of Law 
may be done or authorised by a resolution of the greater 
number of the members of the senate present at any meeting 
thereof duly convened. 

23. Meetings of senate.| There shall be held in every year 
three ordinary general meetings of the senate, on the tenth 
day of February, the tenth day of May, and the tenth day of 
December respectively, or on such other days as by any 
bye-law to be hereafter made may be substituted for such 
days, or any of them. The placo and hour for holding such 
meetings shall be from time to time appointed by the Lord 
Chancellor, who shall cause reasonable notice thereof to be 
given through the general post to all the members of the 
senate. The Lord Chancellor may also at any time, and 
shall, if required so to do by a requisition in writing under 
the hands of any five members of the senate, convene an 
extraordinary meeting of the senate, to be held at such time 
and place as he shall appoint, and shall cause not less than 
fourteen days’ notice thereof to be given to every member of 
the senate through the general post. 

24. Chairman of meetings of senate.] The Lord Chancellors 
or (in his absence) any judge of her Majesty’s Supreme 
Court of Judicature who may be first in order of precedence 
among such of the said judges as are present, or (if no such 
judge be present) a chairman, to be chosen by the greater 
number of votes of the members of senate present at the com- 
mencement of the business of the meeting, shall preside at 
every meeting of the senate. The presence of at least five 
members of the the senate shall be necessary to constitute a 
quorum. 

25. Powers to be exercised notwithstanding vacancies.] 
All the powers given to the senate by this Act may be exer- 
cised nothwithstanding any vacancy therein, and also 
notwithstanding any vacancy in the office of president of the 
said General School of Law. 

26. Fees and other funds to be accounted for.] All fees 
and other moneys (not subject to any special trust) which 
may from time to time be received by or on behalf of the 
senate of the said General School of Law shall be applied 
and appropriated under the direction of the senate for the 
purposes for which the said General School of Law is hereby 
established; and a yearly account in writing of such fees 
and other moneys, and of the application and expenditure 
thereof, shall be rendered by the senate to the Commissioners 
or her Majesty’s Treasury, and shall be audited by the Com- 
missioners for the Audit of Public Ac:ounts. 

27. The Queen to be visitor.] Her Majesty, her heirs and 
successors, shall be visitors of the said General School of 
Law, and, subject to the provisions of this Act, shall exer- 
cise her and their power of visitation through or by the 
Lord Chancellor, or through or by such other judges ar 
judge of her Majesty’s Supreme Court of Judicature as her 
Majesty shall from time to time, under her Royal sign 
manual, think fit to direct. 

28. Lord Chanéellor.] In the construction of this Act the 
words “ Lord Chancellor” shall inclade Lord Keeper of 
the Great Seal, or (when the Great Seal is in commission) 
the first lord commissioner for the time being of the Great 
Seal. 

29. Commencement of Act.] This Act shall come into 
operation on the first day of February, one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy-five. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quoratron, Oct. 9, 1874. 


Annuities, April, 85 95 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1¥0* 

Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct.1 pm. 

Ditto, £500, Do | pm, 

Pitto, £2100 & £200,1 pm. 

Bank of England Stock, 5 
Ct. (last half-year’, 252 xd 

Dittce for Account. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 92¢ 
Ditto for Account, Nov 92§ 
3 per Cent. Reduced 914 xd 
New 3 per Cent., 90} xd 
Do. 34 perCont., Jan, "94 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. ’94 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. °73 
Annuities, Jan, ’°80— 











THE SOLICITURS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Oct. 10, 1974, 
= ss 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Closing Price 


Railways. 





“Brook Bristol and Exeter .s....cscsesssersssrevesersesseres | 
Stock Caledonian ...... 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western .....0.c0....sseseee 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .... oo} 
Stock Great Northern .........secccssoces sveves 
Stock Do., A Stock* a eansnocnvaneshsvastederavonenl 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ..... 
Stock Great Western—Original........0..sceeeeerees 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ....... coccecese 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast....... 
Stock London, Chatham, and Doveries....cseee 
Stock London and North-Western . 
Stock London and South Western..........00. | 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .......00.0 
Stock Metropolitan ..... | 
MEM | MMs SUMANENE  <socesspnincoshiconsuces sengerensnen 00) 
Stock Midland.......... eancaceecte cvesense: 
Stock North British 
Stock North Eastern., 
Stock North London.. 
Stock | North Staffordshire 
Stock South Devon 
Stock) South-Eastern .............00-00--soseseeees os] | 




















* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENC?. 


The Bank rate was not changed on Thursday. The pro- 
portion of reserve to liabilities has sunk from 43 per cent. to 
37 percent. The railway market was depressed at the close 
of last week and the beginning of this week. On Tuesday 
there was an improvement, but the tone on Wednesday and 
Thursday was flat. The foreign market was also dull at the 
commencement of the week, but became more animated on 
Wednesday, and on Thursday it was reported firm. Consols 
closed on that day 923 to i for money, and 92; to 93 for the 
account. ‘the long-expected Erie report was issued yes- 
terday evening, and the shares have declined. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Cave—On Oct. 5, at Harlow, Essex, the wife of Charles W 
Cave, Esq., solicitor, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

FmLirer—CoLL_etTt—On Oct. 8, at the parish church, Char- 
mouth, Dorsetshire, by the Rev. Richard Breton, Vicar of 
Charmouth, Sydney Freeland, eldest son of Freeland Filliter, 
Esq., of St. Martin’s House, North-street, Wareham, Dorset- 
shire, solicitor and town clerk, to Ellen Nelson, second daugh- 
ter of Henry Collett, Esq , of Charmouth. 

Hvupson—Mizns—On Sept. 5, at St. Peter’s Church, Brighton, 
J.G. B, Hudson, of Stanhope-terrace, Hyde-park, and of 
the Middle Temple, Esq., to Elizabeth, eldest daughter of 
John Mibs, Esq. 

Kesnepy—Ricumonp—On Oct. 1, at the parish church, Mary- 
lebone, William R. Kennedy, barrister-at-law, to Cecilia 
Sarah, youngest daughter of George Richmond, R.A., D.C.L. 

Merrman—Pennerataoer—On Oct. 3, at St. Mark’s, Hamil- 
ton-terrace, Josiah J. Merriman, of Sherborne-lane, solicitor, 
— Perceval, daughter of the late Major R. P. Penne- 

ther. 

Ow Les—Siupeon—On Oct. 8, at the parish church of Walton- 
on-the-Hill, near Liverpool, by the Rev. A. R. Vardy, M.A., 
Head Master of the King Edward School, Birmingham, 
Eustace William Owles, of Chancery lane, solicitor, to Mary 
Ann, youngest daughter of John A. Simpson, of Liverpool. 

Rorexts— Hansuny—On Oct. 6, at All Sainte’, Finchley- 
road, St. John's-wood, Frederick James Roberts, of the Mid- 
dle Temple, barrister-at-law, to Isabella, widow of J. Capel 
Hanbury. 

DEATHS. 

Cantwericut—On Oct. 1, at Harrogate, Frederick Hawkesley 
Cartwright, of Bawtry, solicitor, aged 72. 

Lecumene—On Oct. 5, at’ Clifton, frances Caroline, wife 
of William Frederick Lechmere Lechmere, of the Middle 
Temple, barrister-at-law, aged 23, 

Puocrenx—On Oct. 4, at 32, Weymouth-street, Portland-place, 
Bryan Waller Procter, ¥eq., barrister-at-law, and one of her 
Majesty's Commissioners in Lunacy, aged 86. 








LONDON GAZETTES, 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Paiva, Oct. 2, 1874, 


Grout, Joho, and Thomas Hephenssn, attorneys, wiicitors, and con- 
veyancers, Soffoik lane, Cannon st, Londons, Octl 





Winding up of Joint Stock Companier. 
Farivar, Oct, 2, 1874, 
LiMtTeD in CaAncERY, v 

Citizen Assurance Corporation, Limited, formerly called the Planat Ay. 
surance, Limited —Credits:s are reqaired, on or befors Oct 31, to 
send their names and addresses and the particulars of their debts op 
claims, to the liquidators of the compiny, at the offices, Finsb 
square, Nov 16, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjadicating 
upon the debts and claims. 5 

Foreign Service Supply Company, Limited.—By an order made by V, 
Hall, dated Sept 23, it was ordered that the pstitions should stang 
over until Nov 6, and it was ordered that, in the mantim2, and up. 
til after Nov 6, the voluntary winding up of the above com 
should be continued. Ingie and C», Threadagedla st, solicitors for 
the petitioners. ; 

West Cumberland Union Cllieriss, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by aq 

tg order dated July 31, appointed Charles Minshull, Field court, Gray's 
inn, to be official liquidator. Creditors are reqiired, on or baforg 
Nov 18, to send thair names and addresses, and the particalars of 
their debts or claims, to the above, Nov 25, at (2, at tha chambay 
of V.C. Malins, is app intel for hearing and aijudicating upoa thy 
debts and claims, 

Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. oap. 35. 
‘Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Oct, 2, 1874, 

Archibald, Captain Robert Williem, H.M. 58th Regt. Jan 19, 
Chauntrell and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Daeas, William, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, {Gent. Nov 1. Bell, 

out. 

Blinks, Samuel, Biddenham, Kent, Butcher. Nov 2, 
Mace, Tenterden 

Calvert, John, Harpenden, Hartford, Esq. Nov 2). Western ang 
Sons, Essex st, Strand 

Cole, Joseph, Dudley, Worcester, Victualler. Nov 11. Coldicott and 
Canning, Dudley . 

Cooper, William, Brompton rd, Gent. Nov 15. Bertie, Great Jameg 
st, Bedford row . 

Cromp‘on, Nathan Stanley, Manchester, Conmission Agant. Ovt 31, 
Needham, Manchester 

Dixon, Richard, Freston, Lancashira, Tanner. 
Dicksons, Preston 

Dolamore, Richard, Potter’s Bar, Middlesex, Farmer. Nov 30, Rutter, 
King’s Bench walk, Temple 

Griffiths, John, Manchester, Clerk. Nov 2, Bagshaw and Wiggles. 
worth, Manchester 

Hargreaves, Hugh, Rochdale, Lancashire, Clogger. Nov 1. Jackson, 
Rochdale 

Hinton, Rev John Howard, Bristol, Gloster, Minister of ths Gospul, 
Nov 24. DeJersey aud Micklem, Gresham st, West 

Hunter, Cuthbert, Heaton, Northumberland, Manufacturer, Nov 2, 
Swan and Arnott, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Lee, Esther, Kingston-upon-Huil, Widow, Oct24. Owst-Atkinson and 
Wake, Hull 

Paskin, Thomas, Dixon’s Green, Worcester. Nov 11. Coldicott and 
Canning, Dudley 

Scott, James, Kendal, Westfiorland, Gont. Nov 30. Thomson and 
Wilson, Kendal 

Smith, Reuben Beaumont, Ivy Lodge, Fulham, Esq. Nov 2. Smith, 
Great St Helen’s 

Stuart, William, Aldenham Abbey, Hertford, Esq. Nov 15, Farrer 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Taylor, David, Hugh Mill, near Waterfoot, Lancashire, Woollen Print 
ing Master. Novl4, Ashworth, Waterfuot 

Woosnam, George, Totteridge, Herts, Gent. Nov!l. Tyrrall, Gray's 


inn square 
Bankrupts. 
Faripay, Oct. 2, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts tothe Registrar, 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brindley, Frederick, Astley brilge, Lincashire, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
Pet Sept 28. Holden. Bolton, Oct 15 at Il 
Breward, John Edward, Coventry, Plush Manufacturer. Pet Sept 2, 
Kirby. Coventry, Oct 14 at 12 
Grant, Thomas, Chepstow, Monmouth, Minister. Pet Sept 29. Roberts. 
Newport, Oct 21 at 10 
Holland, George, Sutton Veney, Wilts, Gent, Pet Sept 29. Messiter. 
Frome, Oct 23 at 11 
Johnson, John, Sheffield, Piamber, Pet Sept 28. Wake. Sheffidd, 
Oct 15 at 12 
Patterson, William, Balman Village, Northumberland, Beerhouse 
Pikeeper. Pet Sept 28. Hill. Newcastle, Oct 13 at 12 
Wood, John, Oldham, Blacksmith. Pet Sept 30. Buckley. Oldham, 
Oct 14 at 12 


Munn and 


Nov 2. Buck and 


Liquidation by Arrangement 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


Tunspay, Sept. 29, 1874, 
Adams, Samuel, Burraton Coombe, Cornwall, Tanner. Oct 15 at 12a¢ 
offices of Elworthy and Co, Courtenay at, Fiymouth 
Adams, William, Yeovil, Somerset, Glove Manufacturer, Oct 12 at 4 
at the Mermaid Hotel, Yeovil, Davies, Sherborne 
Avery, Samuel, Manchester, Merchant. Oot 13 at 3 at offices of 
bett and Oo, Brown st, Manchester 
Best, Francis, Huddersfield, York, Carrier, Oct 8 at 3 at offices of 
Learoyd and Learoyd, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Betts, John Smith, Kasteot, Middlesex, no occupation, Oct 10 at If 
at offices of rts, Coleman at 
Blackmore, Kichard, spsesete, Divon, Boat Builder, Oct 14 at li at 
offices of Hole and Peard, Willott st, Bideford 
Boon, James, Droylsden, Lancashire, Chemist.) Oct 9 at 8 at offices of 
Clay ton, St James’ square, Manchester 
Booth, KAward, Archer st, Bayswater, Linondrapor, Oct 12 at 3 ab 
offices of Sturt, lronmonger lane 
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Thomas, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Bootmaker. Oct 12 
at2 at the Bath Hotel, Leamington Priors. Sanderson, Warwick 
Brookes. William Robert, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Tailor. Oct 12at 2 at 
offices of Williams and Co, Exchange, Bristol. Brittan and Co, 


1 
Sr hemes Henry, and Walter Brown, Danton, Lancashire, Hat 
Manufacturers. Oct 9at 3 at the Marchants’ Hotel, Oldham st, 
Manchester. Drinkwater 
Brown, George, jun, Dewsbury, York, Bootmaker. Oct 12 at $ at 
offices"of Ibberson, Dewsbury 
William, East Stonehouse, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Oct 17 
at iat offices of Square, George st, Plymouth 
Busby, George, Salford, Lancashire, Cha Maker. Oct 22 at 3 at 
offices of Ambler, Bloom st, Manchester 
, Edward, Lianfihangel-y-Pennant, Carnarvon, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Oct 9 at 3 at offices of Cartwright, Pepper st, Chester 
Cohen, Moss, Sheffield, Tailor, Oct 8 at3 at offices of Crang, Queen st, 
field 
Cate, Samuel, Northampton, Builder. Ost 14 at 1 at the Angel 
Hotel, Bridge st, Northampton. Pearse, Banbury 
, William, Birmingham, Painter. Oct 12 at 3 at offices of Wright 
and Marshall, New st, Birmingham 
Giles, John, Gloucester, Minchinhampton, Corn Dealer. Oct 9 at 4.30 
at offices of Jackson, London rd, Stroud 
Gould, Thomas Wells, Birmingham, Beer Retailer, O:t 7 at ll at 
offices of Powell, Clarendon chambers, Temple st, Birmingham 
Griffiths, John, Penygroes, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. Oct 23 at 
3 at the Castle Hotel, Bangor. Turner and Allanson, Carnarvon 
Gill, James, Burley, York, Listing Manufacturer. Oct 10 at Il at 
offices of Rennolls, Tyrrell st, Bradford 
Godfrey, John William, Nailstone, Leicester, Farmer. Oct 13 at 3 at 
offices of Owston, Friar lane, Leicester 
Ham, John George, Swindon, Auctioneer. Octi2at2 at the Quoen’s 
Arms Hotel, New Swindoo. Boodle, Cheltenham 
Harris, David, Hitchin, Hertford, Furniture Dealer. Oct 14 at 12 at 
officer of Bilton, Coleman st 
Harrie, Thomas, Birmingham, Saddler. Oct 9 at 3 at offices of Walford, 
Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Harvey, Joseph, and Humphrey Wainwright, Walsall, Stafford, Bit 
Manufacturers. Oct 19 at 11 at offices of Wilkinson and Gillespie, 
Walsall 
Jackson, James, Leeds, Bootmaker. Oct 9 at 3 at offices of Fawcett 
and Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 
James, Edwin, Newport, Monmouth, out of business. Oct 7 at | at offices 
of Dixon, Tredegar place, Newport 
James, William, Hereford, Wine Merchant. Oct 12 at 10.15 at offices of 
Bdwards and Co, Ely place 
Jones, David, Rhyll, Flint, Carrier, Oct 14 at 10 at offices of Williams, 
Water st, Riyll 
Jowett, Kershaw, Tyersal, York, Innkeeper. Oct 12 at 11 at offices of 
Burnley, Queensgate, Bradford 
Keeler, Harriett. Sittingbourne, Kent, Grocer. Oct 22 at 11 at offices 
of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 
King, Alfred George, Leeds, Sead Merchant. Oct 12 at 3 at offices of 
Turner, East parade, Leeds 
Langston, Newton Thomas, Waddesdon, Buckingham, Confectioner. 
Oct 21 at 12 at offices of Fell, Aylesbary 
Larcome, William James, Stapehill, Dorset, Cattle Dealer. Oct 9 at 11 
at offices of Moore and Bowers, Wimborne Minster 
Lever, John, Todmorden, York, Poultry Dealer. Oct 12 at 11 at offices 
of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 
Lister, Ishmael William, Rochdale, Lancashire, Ironmonger. Oct 13 at 
11 at offices of Brierly, The Walk, Rochdale 
Mesher, George, Weyborne, Surrey, Builder, Oct 10 at 12 at the Lion 
* and Lamb Hotel, Farnham. Hollest and Mason, Farnham 
Messenger, Pittom, Birmingham, Wheelwright, Oct 12 at 3 at offices 
of Lowe, Temple st, Birmingham 
Mortimer, William, Heckmondwike, York, Jeweller, Oct 19 at 2 at 
offices of Davies, Bannett’s hill, Birmingham 
Mumford, George Charles, Southwarks t, Borough, Disinfecting Powder 
Manufacturer. Oct 8 at 12 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. 
Head, Eastcheap 
Manro, Colin, Stamford, Lincoln, Travelling Draper. Oct 16 at 12 at 
Offices of Brown and Co, Westgate, Peterborough 
Naish, Jchn, Trowbridge, Wilts, Haberdasher. Oct 12 at 12 at offices 
of Rodway, Fore st, Trowbridge 
Oldfield, William, Pocklington, York, Tailor, Oct 12 at 11 at offices of 
Crumbie, Stonegate, York 
, Henry, Glandon, Beaumaris, Anglesey, Attorney’s Clerk. Oot 8 
at 3 at offices of Foulkes, York place, Bangor 
zer, Hermann Christian, London Wall, News Agent. Oct 7 at 2 ab 
offices of Hunter, London Wall. Fulcher, London Wall 
Parrish, John, Oundle, Northamptoa, Grocer. Oot 16 at lat offices of 
Richardson and Son, Oundle 
» Robert, Charlbury, Oxford, Beerhouse Keeper, Oot 7 at 3 at 
of Mace, West st, Chipping Norton 
Perkin, John, Longton, Stafford, Grocer, Oot 8 at 3 at the Crown 
Hotel, Stone, Welch, Longton 
Pitt, Henry, Browood, Stafford, Plumber, Oct 14 at 11 at offices of 
Gatis, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Port, John, East Stonehouse, Devon, Photographor. Oct 20 at 12 at 
e8 of Square, George st, Plymouth . 
Pyne, Edwin Charles, Devonport, Devon, Baker, Oot 10 at 11 at 
offices of Greonway and Adams, Frankfort st, ¢lymouth 
, William, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Shoomaker, Oct 12 at 12 at 
Offices of Stockwocd, Jun, Townhall chambers, Bridgend 
Robertson, George Alexander, Sheffield, Jewellor, Oot 13 at Il at 
offices of Hawkin, Change alley, SheMfsld 
Rashton, Charles, Aitofts Normanton, York, Innit por, Oct 17 at ll 
tthe Bull Hotel, Wakeflold, Freeman, Barnsley 
N, Siegfried, Groat St Helen's, Importer of Cigars, Oct 16 at 2 
At offices of Nash and Fiold, Quoon at, Queen Victoria st 
Beott, David, Manchester, Underclothing Manafacturer, Oot 18 at 
10,80 at offices of Salo and Co, Booth at, Manchoater 
Shaw, Johu Charles, Tottington Lower End, noar Bury, Lancashire, 
leachor, Oct 18 at 8 ab ofMloas of Ramwall and Co, Pall Mall, Man- 
er 
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Smith, Robert, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. O:t 13 at 3 at offices of 
Dawaon, Exchange rd East, Bolton 

Smith, William, Globe st, Bathnal Green, Baker. Oct 16 at 3 at offices 
of Wood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Stroham, William, Portobello rd, Notting Hill, Baker. Oct 9 at 4 at 
offices of Young and Sons, Mark lane 

Tabrum, Frederick, Fulbourn, Cambridge, Coal Agen‘. Oct 12 at 11 
at offices of Ellison and Burrows, Alexandra st, Petty Cury, Cam- 


bridge 

Tancock, Frederick, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Coal Dealer. Oct 
16 at 2 at offices of Parsons, Athenw@um cham>ers, Nicholas st, 
Bristol. Baker and Co 

Tear, Henry, Lower Sydenham, Bookseller, Oct 14 at 2 at offices of 
Nash, Queen Victoria st 

Tomkins, Edward, Ramsgate, Kent, Hotel Kesper. Oct 22 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Miller, King st, Cheapside 

Topliff, William, Bearswood Green, York, Farmer. Oct 12 at 2 at 
offices of Bennett, Norfolk st, Sheffield. Peagam, Doncastzr 

Turner, George Fairland, Leeds, York, Grocer, Oct 12 at 11 at offices 
of Rooke and Midgley, Boar lane, Leeds 

Vanderpant, Henry Georgs, High st, Clagham, Dantist. Oct I6 at 11 
at 57, Greek st, Soho. Goatly 

Watkins, Watkin, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Grocsr. Oct 10 at 11 at 
offices of Phillips, Cannon st, Aberdare 

Weale, Charles James, Adam st, Adelphi, Wine Merchant. Oct 14 at 
2 at offices of Linklater, Walbroox 

Wildsmith, John Westwood, Birmingham, Oil Merchant. Oct 7 at 
10.15 at offices of East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Willis, John Richard, Erith, Kent, Builder. Oct 11 at 1 at the Nelson 
Hotel, Gravesend. Pullen, Harp lane 

Windsor, George, Bristol, Baker, Oct 8 at 12 at offices of Abbot and 
Pope, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Witton, Isaiah, Blackburn, Lancashire, Provisioa Dealer. Oct 12 at3 
at offices of Addleshaw and Warvarton, King st, Manchester 


Faiway, Oct 2, 1874. 

Anwel!, Otto, Oxford st, Stepney, Sewing Machine Maker. Oct12 at 
10 at offices of Peddell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Bance, Charles Smoker, Shalbourne, Wilts, Innkeeper. Oct 16 at 11 
at offices of Goulter, Hungerford 

Barbour, John, Maryport, Cumb rland, out of business. Oct 14 at 11 
at offices of Collin, J ohn st, Maryport 

Bedwell, John, Trump st, Cheapside, Manufacturer’s Agent. O2t 19 at 
11 at offices of May and Co, Adelaide place, London bridge 

Bowles, Charles Henry, Chester, Chemist. Oct 9 at 2 at the Stork 

. Hotel, Queen sq, Liverpool. Bridgman and Co 

Brown, Edwin Thomas, Hamp.on Wick, Middlesex, Linen Draper. 
Oct 16 at 3 at offices of Sherrard, Lincoin’s inn fields’ 

Brown, George, Bedminster, Bristol, Baker. Oct 12 at2 at offizes of 
Beckingham, Albion chambers. Broad st, Bristol 

Brvce, William, Bolton, Lancashire, Builder. Oct 16 at 3 at offices of 
Ryley, Mawdsley st, Bolten 

Burton, Josep Sanders, Houndsditch, Travelling Auctioneer. Oct 14 
at 3 at offices of Brett and Co, Leadenhall st. Lumley aad Lumley, 
Old Jewry chambers 

Butterworth, James, Oldham, Lancashire, Tailor. Ost Liat 11 at ths 
Mitre Hotel, Manchester, Clark, Oldham 

Chandler, Richard, Patchway, Almondsbury, Gloucester, Builder. Oct 
15 at 11 at offices of Hunt and Co, Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, 
Bristol 

Cook, William, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. Oct 15 at 11 at the Great 
Northern Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Rhodes, Bradford 

Cope, Arthur Henry, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 17 at 12 
at offices of Hill, Queen square, Welverhampton 

Copeland, William Robert, Hackney rd, Coal Merchant. Oct 12 at 3.30 
at offices of Cattlin, Guildhall yard 

Cohen, Mylias, Fish sthill, Merchant. Oct 22 at 3 at offices of Keighley 
Ironmonger lane 

Crux, Arthur, Bourne, near Farnham, Sarrey, Grocer. Oct 15 af 12 at 
offices of Knight and Ward, Castle st, Farnham 

Doubayand, Daniel, and John Aveling Woodward, Manchester, Scale 
Manufacturers. Oct 9 at 3 at offices of Edwards and Bintlift, Brazen« 
nose st, Manchester 

Downing, William, West Gorton, Lancashire, Decorator. Oct 12 at Ll at 
offices of Hulton and Lister, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Field, William, Birmingham, Gua Action Filer, Oot 0 at 10.15 at 
offices of East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Gi'es, William, Upper Kennington lane, Cheesemonger. Oct 16 at 12 
at offices of Hart Brothers, Moorgate at. Treherne and Wolferstan, 
Ironmonger lane 

Hanson, Joseph Eccles, Huddersfield, York, Tea Dealer, Oot 15 at 11 
at offices of Milnes, New st, Hudderstield 

Harris, William, Rochdale, Lancashire, Grocer, Oct 19 at $ at officas 
of Ashworth, Yorkshire st, Rochdale 

Heather, John Fry, Southend, Essex, Gent. Oct 20 at 2 at offices of 
Howse, Staple inn, Holborn. Morris, Staple ina, Holborn 

Hedgor, James, Mitcham, Surrey, Schoolmaster. Oct If at2 at odicas 
of Slater and Panuell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. Board, 
Basinghall st 

Hemingway, James, Dewsbury, York, Provision Dealer. Qot 23 at Ul, 
at the Scarborough Hotel, Market p'ace, Dewsbury. Walker 

Hewett, James, Northampton, Draper. Oct 13 at Ll at offices of 
Jeffery, Market square, Northampton 

Heyes, Austin, Southampton st, Strand, Architect, Oot lS at 2at 4, 
Southampton st, Strand 

Holdron, Henry, Stradbrooke, Satfolk, Innkeeper, Oct 13 at 2 at offices 
of Alston and Ling, Framlingham 

Hollis, John, Great Pan Farm, Isle of Wight, Farmer. Oot 10 at Il 
at Warvurton’s Hotel, Newport. Loughborough and Soa, Aastia 


Friars 

Horafal!, Jonas, Huddersfield, York, Machine Maker, Oct U7 at U 
at offices of Bottomley, New at, Huddersfield 

Tfoyle, James, York, Homaworth, Gardener, Oct 13 ab LL at oices of 
Barratt and Senior, Wood at, Wakefleld 

Hughes, Joha, Cefa Mawr, Ruaboa, Denbigh, Shopkeeper, At 33, 
Rogevt st, Wrexham, Hughes 
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Ineson, Isaac, Hackmondwike, York, Waste Dealer. ct !5 at 11 at 
offices of Sykes, Heckmondwike 

Jarvis, John, Taunton, Somerset, Fishmongsr. O35 16 at 12 at offices 
of Trenchard and Blake, Kegistry place, Taunton 

Johnstone, Robert, Piikingcon, Lancashire, Biacksmith, Oct 15 at 3 
at offices of Anderton, Garden st, Bury 

Jones, Danicl, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. 3:15 at 12 at 
offices of Beddoe, Aberdara 

Kirby, Uavid, Bediord, Lace Dealer. 
quest, Dake st, Bedford 

Levy, Bernerd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Liceased Hawker. O2t1l5 at 2 
at offices of Joel, Newzate st, Newcas:le-upon-Tyne 

Mays, Willian Viccars, Thrapstone, Northimpton, Fe'ilmonger. Oct 
erg 11 at the Ange! Hotel, Bridga st, Northampton. Law, Stam , 


Oct 14 at 12 at ofices of Cone 


McKenzie, John, Bedlington, Northumberland, Wood Pulp Manu- 
facturer. Oct 14 at 2 at otlices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne 

Moos, John Henry, Crossley terrace, Liverpool rd, Islington, Baker. Oct 
22 at 2 at offices of Kimber and Lee, Queen st, Cheapside 

Myer, Henry, Englefield rd, Islington, Diamond Deater. Oct 12 at 2 at 

offices of Barnett, New Broad st 

O'Neill, Joseph Bernard, Higher Bebincton, Chester, Furniture Broker. 

+ Oct 14 at 2 at offices of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

Oxley, William Jawes, Acton, Middlesex, Grocer. Oct 16 at 2 at offices 
of Broad and Co, Queen st, Cheapside. Treherne and Wolferstan 

Park, Robert. Wells, Norfolk. Oct 17 at 1 at the office of the 
Registrar, Rodwell st, Norwich. Loynes, Welis 

Partridge, Alfred, Birminzhan, Michinist. O2;,t4a+ 11 at offices of 
Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Peggs, James Weller, Lower Thimes st, Oyster Marchint. Oct 13 at 
4.30 at offices of Jones, Butt rd, Colchas-er 

Peters, Paul Tneodore, and Join Sim tel Jefferies, Bristo!, India Rub- 
ber Manutacturors. Oct 16 at 12 at offices of Mirly aid Soas, Old 
Post office chambers, Corn st, Bristol 

Price, William, Cinderford, Gloucester, Grocer. 
Upper George inn, Newnham 

Renkin, Robert, Workington, Camberiand, Stationer. Oct 14 at 11 at 
the Savings’ Bank, Workington. Hayton and Simp-on, Cockermouth 

Reynolds, Eiwin, Iifracombe, Devon, Music Master. Oct 15 at 3 at the 
King’s Arms Hotel, Barnstap'e. Fox, [ifracombs 

Richardson, James, Westow hi!!, Upper Norwood, Plumber. Oct 16 at 
1 at offices of Moss. Gracechurch st 

Scamell, Andrew, Fisherton Anger, Wilts, Baker. Oct 16 at 3 at offices 
of Hill, Endless st, Salisbury 

Seal, Zephaniah Martin, Fulham rd, Dairy Manager. Oct 
offives of Scard and Son, Gracechurch st 

Spencer, Thomas, Alton, Southampton, Coachbuilder. Oct 13 at 2 at 
offices of Eve, Victoria rd, Aldershot, Hants 

Thompson, Edward William John, ani Walter Henry T>onos0n, New- 
ington causeway, Drapers. Oct 13 at 2 at the Guiliball Tavern, 
Gresham st. Preston, Mark lane 

Travis, George, Manchester, Fruit Salesman. Oct !4 ar 12 at offices of 
Sampson, St James's chambers, South King st, Man-e«ter 

Trotman, John, and Taomas Cole, Bowman’s buiidinz- Adersgate st, 
Hook and Eye Minajacturers. O:t!» at 2 at offices of Andrew 
and Mason, Ironmonger lane, Cheapsile. Eiim, Wi'brook 

Webb, Henry, High st, S:oke Newington, Earthenware water. Oct 21 
S il as Estate Exchange, Mart Room, Walbrook. Foalcher, Lone 

on wai 

Webster, Wiiliam Hucks, Beccles, Suffix, Inaholder *t2t at 12 at 
the Star Hotel, Great Yarmouth. Watts, Ipswich 

Wesigate, Robert, Westow hill, Upper Norwood, Tailor. Oct 16 at llat 
offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 

White, Robert, Bath, Maon. Oct 15 at 12 at offices of Ricketts, 
Parsgon, Bath 

Wilson, Hannah, Mirfield, York, Grocer. 2 at offices of 
Ridgway, Church st, Dewsbury 

Woodman, Charles, Taunton, Somerset, Coach Baild- Ot 15 at2 at 
offices of Treachard and Blake, Registry place, Taina oa 


Oct 23 at 4 at the 


15 at 3 at 


ct 19 a 


Tvespay, Oct. 6, 1874. 
Alder, William, Minchinhampton, Gloucester, Innkeev--. 
at offices of Witebell, Lansdown, Stroud 
Baber, Wiiliam, Viaduct Arches, Shoe lane, Publica yt 30 at 2 at 
the Masons’ Hall Tavera, Masons’ avenue, Colemin s*. Ashley and 
Tee, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 
Baker, Charles, Liverpoo!, Merchant. Yiices of Car- 
ruthers, Clayton square, Liverpoo! 
Banke, lsaac, Nottingham, Pork Butcher. 2 at offices of 
Black, Low pavement, Notringhan 
Beli, David Beattic, Darlington, Durham, Tailor. 0° %at2at offices 
Professor of 
ells 
st, Mercantile 
t 


Oct 23 at 3 


Oct 19 at 124 
Ozt zl a: 


of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Buteherer, Charles William, Tunbridge Wells, K 
Masic. Oct 30 at 11 at offices of Arnold, Tunbride~ 

Bateher, Alexander, Old Swan lane, Upper Tha : 
Clerk. Oct 16 at 12 at offices of M oss, Gracechur: 

Card, Tomas, Tanbridge, Kent, Todacesniss Ort +4 
Smith and Co, Aildermanbury. Rogers, Tanbridz. 

Clayton, Willian James, Sevenoaks, Kent, Solicitor’ | *k. 
Liat 6, serjzan’ inn, Fleet st. Burton 

Cole, Thomas, Redhill, Surrey, Upholsterer. Ort 25 4 
Howei!, Cheapside 

Dalby, Henry Brooker, Old Kent rd, Cabinet Maker 

9, Lincoln’sion fields. Marshall 

Dawson, Samue!, Norwich, Debt Collector. Oct 29 , 
Coaks, Bank plain, Norwich. Racktam, N rwics 

Deane. Robert fhomas, Haowell, Middiesex, Groc- 
9. Lineoin’s inn fizl¢s. Marshall 

Dilloway, Harry, Brighton, Sussex, Builder, 
Biack and Co, Ship at, Brighton 

Dizob, Charles, sen, George Dixon, and Charles Dixo 
Des’ers. Oct 21 at 3 at the Thatched House Hutei, 
Manchester, Edwards and Bintliff, Manchester 

Ejiott, Henry Charlier, Lastoourne, Sussex, Gent. vv 
Crown Hotel, Lewes 


ll at offices of 
Oct 17 at 

st olices of 
ot 5 at 2 at 

at offices of 
Jot 14 at 2 at 
3 at offices of 


jin, York, Boot 
vmarket place, 


9 at 3 at the 


Oct 20 








a ae —== 
Eliott, Thomas, Sunderland, Darhan, Grocar. Oct 17 at 3 at offices gg 
Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland : 
Enness, Charles, High st, Poplar, Boot Manufacturer. Ost 13 at Nea 
70, Whitechapel rd. Dobsoa, Frederick place, Mile end rd 

Fear, Edwin Samual, Birmingham, Jewellec’s Factor. Oct 21 at sat 
the Union inv, Union st, Birmingham. Jaques, Birmingham a 

Ferguson, James, Sherborne st, Islington, House Agent. Oct 27 at ge 
offices of Astley and Tee, Frederick’s place, Old Jewr: 

Fravicis, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer. Ort 16-at 11 at the Magee 
worth Arms Hotel, Swansea, Field ‘ 

Friedman, Isaac, Sunderland, Darham, General Daaler. Ost 20 at 
at offices of Longd2n, Fawcett st, Sunderiani 

Gallacher, Henry, Middlesborough, York, Libourer. Oct 16 at 3 gt 
offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Gash, Francis‘Cirey, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Grocer. Oct19 at Ig 
offices of Reader, Gray’s inn square 

Goodwin, John Earwaker, Alresf rd, Hants, Grocer. Oct 22 at lat the 
Eagle Hotel, Winchester. Shenton, Winchaster 

Grandy, Richard, Somercoates, Darby, Tailor. Oct 22 at 12 at officag? 
Hextall, Albert st, Derby 

Gumbrel!, Altred, Littlehampton, Sussex, Drap2r, Oct 24 at 12-at 34, 
Old Jewry. Black and Co, Brighton 

Hahn, Peter. Johann Peter Hahn, and Emil Hahn, Worship st, Fins. 
bury, Bristle Merchants. Oct 15 at M at offices of Smart and O, 
Cheapside. Knight, Newgate st 

Harker, William, Bradford, York, Law Clerk. Oct {7 at 10 at offices of 
Peel and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 

Harrison, John Mabson, Leeds, Wine Merchant. 
of Fawcett and Maicolm, Park row, Leeds 

Hendra, Christopher, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Fruiterer. Oct 19 at Lat 
the Swan Hore’, Bridge st, Bristol. Tennant, Aberavon 

Hill, John Bendal', Archer st, Notting Hill, Dyer. Oct 14 at 3 at offiess 
of Wetherfie!d, Gresham buiidings, Basingh all st 

Hocking, Robert, Maestez, Glamorgan, Ironmonger. Oct 13 at 2at 
boned of Denning and Co, Shannon court, Bristol. Beckingham, 

risto 

Howari, George, Mare st, Hackney, Bootmaker, 
of Cowdell, Moorgate st 

Langfield, Edwin, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 21 at 11 at offices 
of Tricks and Oo, Nicholas st, Bristol. Ward, Bristol 

Lenderyon, Joha. Glaimorgas, Clerk. Oct 14 at 3 at offices of Wood. 


ward, Wind st, Swansea 
Lewis, Robert, Latchford, Cheshire, Baker. Oct 20 at 10.30 at officesof 
Ridgway, Cairo st, Warrington 
Machin, Susan, St James’s terrace, Hamilton rd, Lower Norwood, 
Chimney Sweep. Oct 16 at 2 at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 


Oct 19 at3 at offices 


Oct 22 at 11 at offiee ~ 





Moore, George Henry, Hartlepool, Darham, Book keeper. Oct 20a 

11 at offices of Todd, Surtees st, West Hartlepool 

Phillips, John, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Butcher. Oct 14 at 10.304 
offices of Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Ritge, Charles John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, no occupation. Ot? 
at 11 at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverbampton : 

Robey, Henry, Basford, Nottingham, Market Gardener. Oct 19 a tidat 
offices of Heath, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

ers, Danie! Alexander, Cheltenham, G1 ter, Gent. Oct 26at3 

at o‘fices of Chesshyre, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Schofield, “Martha, Rochdale, Lancashire, Milliner, Oct 23 at 3a 
offices of Holand, Haillie st, Rochdale 

Shibko, Abraham Joseph, Kingstoa-upon-Hull, Licensed Hawker, 
Oct 15 at 3 at offices of Chambers, Scale lane, Kingston-upon-Hall 

Shoesmith, Walter, «ley, York, Boot Maker. Oct 22 at 11 at officeso? 
Darlington and Son, Manor row, Bradford 

Stater, Willlam Henry, Romsey, Southampton, Chemist. Oct 23 at f 
at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st, Shenton, 
Winchester 

Snowden, Thomas, Halifax, York, Watchmaker. Oct 13 at 4 at offices 
of Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 

Speight, George, and Alfred Speight, Spencer st, Goswell rd, Canister 
Manufacturer, Oct 15 at 2 at offices of Shearman, Little Tower st 

Staley, John, Stretford, Lancashire, Shoemaker. Uct 22 at 1! at offloss 
of Jones, Princess st, Manchester 

Stokes, Charies, Acton, Middlesex, Zinc Worker, Oct 17 at3 at offices 
of Calverley, Essex st, Strand 

Tanner, John, Andover, Southampton, Builder. Oct ldat 12 at the 

Star Hotel. Andover. Shnuttle, Southampton 

Thubron, Matthew Henry, Tyne Docks, Durham, Shipbroker. Oct 2 

aoa the Golden Lion Inn, King st, South Shields. Bell, Sunder 

a 


Townsend, Emmanuel, Broadwell, Gloucester, Beer house Keeper. 
Oct 17 at 2 at offices of Mace, West et, Chipping Norton 

Tye, John, Fakenham, Norfolk, PorkBatcher. Oct 20 at 12 at the 
County Court, Redwel st, Norwich. Cates, Fakenham 

Wakefield, Thomas, Rochdale, Lancashirs, Optician. Oct 21 at 3a 
Offices of Stundring, The Butts, Rochdale 

Whitham, Richard, and Nathaniel Kiley, Leeds, Corn Millers, 02820 
at 3 at offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albiou st, Leeds 

Williams, Shadrach, Birmingham, Iron Founder. Oct 19 at 3 atofies 
of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Woodhouse, James, Heckmondwike, York, Joiner. Oct 19 at 3 
offices of Ibberson, Market st, Heckimondwike 

Woodward, Herbert, Egremont, Cheshire, out of business, Oct 23068 
at the Clarendor Ruoms, South John st, Liverpool, Holden, Livete 

pool 





af 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items. 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long op2rated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community, With a view of applying are 
$9 this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves ropared 
to undertake the wiole duties relating to interments at fixed ant 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
$0 their means and ths requiremsnts of theeass, The Company als? 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other eamoteriss, andto all parts 
of the United cleat. A pauphiet containing fall particalars he : 
| 





09 Obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application co the Oalet OM 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W,C, 





